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THE 1947 HOUSING PROGRAMME 


AST week we published a résumé of the White Paper 
dealing with the Government’s housing programme 
for 1947. To-day we make a few comments on that 

programme. 

The housing problem in this country to-day is both great 
and urgent; nevertheless, the Government’s best hope is 
to complete during 1947 only 75 per cent. of the 319,000 
houses which, at the end of 1946, were either under con- 
struction or in contracts let but not started. More tenders 
are to be invited and more contracts let, and it is hoped 
that by this time next year a further 200,000 houses will 
be under construction ; but all this depends upon certain 
“ specified assumptions” as to the supply of labour for 
materials and components. 

The White Paper is a curious mixture of realistic approach 
to a difficult problem and political dogma. Ignoring the 
fact that. during 1946 private enterprise, in the face of 
untold obstacles, built a much larger number of houses 
than did the local authorities, the Government continues to 
regard ‘‘ houses provided by local authorities, whether of 
the traditional or non-traditional type, as the most easily 
plannable part of the programme.’ This view will be most 
galling to an industry which has proved its capacity to 
build to ever-improving standards and which increased its 
output to the unprecedented number .of 300,000 houses 
per annum at a time when wet nursing by the Government 
was reduced to a minimum and subsidies were practically 
abolished. Of course, so long as there is to be no subsidy 
for the tenant of the house provided by private enterprise 
the only way to get houses to let at what the Government 
considers ‘‘ reasonable rents ” is through the agency of the 
local authorities. But if this is to result (as the White 
Paper foresees) in the letting of contracts in excess of the 
capacity of the industry, prices will be unnecessarily high, 
and there will be competition for the limited supplies of 
labour and materials. 

The White Paper rightly produces both statistics and a 
programme. Eighteen months’ striving with this difficult 
problem leads the Minister to the realistic conclusion thag 
“the division of the total number of houses between the 
various parts of the programme must be left flexible.” 
How flexible this division is to be will not be learned until 
after the zonal conferences that are contemplated. Mean- 
time the Government ‘‘ proposes to continue to aim at 
dividing houses in the programme so as to secure the total 
of at least four houses for letting to one for sale” and 
“local authorities will be expected to ensure that the 
number of additional licences issued during the year would 
not put the number of houses tobe built in 1947 by licence 
in excess of one-fifth of the total number of houses to be 
provided in the district.” © 

Concentration upon the encouragement of local author- 
ities during the latter part of 1946 resulted in a considerable 
curtailment of the number of licences issued to private 
enterprise. At the end of the year local authorities had 
under construction or approved but not yet started 256,013 
houses, whereas private enterprise had only: 44,821. This 
represents only 15 per cent. of the total number, not 20 per 
cent. as contemplated. From the most recent Housing 
Return the information is available that local authorities 
had already approved tenders for 46,000 dwellings by the 
end of 1945, and work had actually been started by then 
on nearly 19,000 of them. Twelve months later only 
22,400 of these houses were ready for occupation. Private 


enterprise did much better. They finished 27,000 houses in 
1946, of which only 5,700 were already under construction 
at the beginning of the year. 

A study of these housing statistics month by month 
proves conclusively what has been argued on behalf of 
private enterprise, namely, that the specialised builder, 
free to organise his work from A to Z, gets on with the job 
and completes in much less time than does the local 
authority—in fact, in something like five-eighths of the time. 
Further, as licences have been subject to a ceiling price 
whereas the local authorities’ tenders are subject to increase 
with the advancing cost of labour and materials, the private 
enterprise houses have been built for less money. Private 
enterprise is therefore more expeditious and more econom- 
ical, while the certification scheme of the National House- 
Builders Registration Council, now statutorily recognised, 
removes the fear of sub-standard building by private 
enterprise. 

By the time that the first of the proposed zonal 
conferences takes place, private enterprise will have com- 
pleted most of the 34,443 houses which were under 
construction at the end of the year. Unless further licences 
are issued the workers engaged on these houses who are at 
present organised into speedy producing units will have to 
be disbanded, and although it may be said that they will 
find employment on local authority schemes their greater 
productivity will be lost because the organising skill of 
private enterprise which leads to that greater productivity 
will not be called into use. If such a calamity is to be 
avoided there must be “‘ flexibility ’ in regard to the division 
between the various parts of the 1947 programme right 
from the start. 

We should have welcomed some hint in the White Paper 
that it was the Government’s intention to encourage local 
authorities to make greater use during 1947 of the well- 
conceived scheme for bringing the productive private 
enterprise machine to the assistance of local authorities, 
which was launched last April and formed the subject of 
the Ministry of Health’s circular letter to local authorities 
numbered 92 /46. While wishing the Government G 
with its housing programme, we cannot help feeling that 
many of the mistakes of 1919-20 are being repeated to-day. 
Contractors are being asked to tender under conditions so 
unstable that tendering becomes a gamble. The responsible 
contractor must increase his tender price to cover the 
contingencies which his experience leads him to expect. 
The tendency is therefore for the lowest tender to be that 
of the irresponsible firm for whom the doors of the Bank- 
ruptey Court are wide open. We cannot therefore view 
with complacency the contemplated procedure of inviting 
more tenders than the capacity of the industry can reason- 
ably cope with. Would’ it not be much wiser for local 
authorities to agree under the procedure contemplated by 
circular letter 92/46 to take over the completed houses 
which the specialised house-builder can build either on his 
own land or on that of the local authority ? No real 
attempt has been made to put this procedure into operation 
in the spirit in which it was conceived. The specialised 
house-builder is not accustomed to working under building 
contracts with inflexible. specifications and rigid bills of 
quantities. On the other hand, he is accustomed to building 
good houses to teed _ standards, i and 
(normally) in a highly competitive market. Local author- 
ities would have the advantage of the certificate and 
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rs of the National House-Builders Registration 
cil, all as particularly provided in the circular letter 
referred to, and their hard-pressed technical staffs would be 
free ‘to concentrate upon the contract works they already 
have in hand. We are satisfied that by putting this system 
into competition with normal contracting greater expedition 
would resylt and there would be a salutary effect upon 


contract prices. 


We appreciate that the responsibility for getting an 
adequate supply of timber into the country does not rest 
with the Minister of Health. Other Departments must 
answer for the plight in which we find ourselves to-day, 
and to which reference is made in the White Paper. 
industry has repeatedly warned the Government that there 
is no adequate substitute for timber, and the successive 
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curtailment of the permitted ration from the pre-war 4 
standards to the present 1/6 is merely running away from 
the problem. British shipping interests have recently 
drawn attention to the false economy of chartering foreign 
tonnage to carry this timber. 
excessive time-charter rates alleged to have been agreed, 
the use of foreign tonnage adds to the amount of coal which 
this country must export in payment for every standard of 
timber imported. Some authoritative statement from the 
Timber Trades Federation or the Timber Development 
Association would help either to remove the common 
impression that our timber imports are being mishandled 
or to guide the Government to a better buying policy, and 
amongst other things open up one of the worst bottle-necks 
in the fulfilment of the projected housing programme. 


Apart altogether from the 








NOTES AND NEWS 


Reactionary Trend ? 

Is the modern movement of the late 
twenties and early ‘thirties toning down 
to develop into a merely steady progressive 
movement incorporating, judiciously, the 
best of recent discoveries, but still retain- 
ing the forms and proportions of the best 
Georgian architecture? The best of the 
Northolt experimental houses — houses 
designed to set the standard for future 
domestic work in England—is, not-' 
withstanding its modern construction, 
traditional in its external treatment and 
proportion, and yet it is designed by an 
architect whose previous work was 
definitely advanced in character. The 
current town planning schemes show the 
same tendency to use brickwork wherever 
possible, and a definite avoidance of the 
well-known ‘‘modern’’ architectural 
clichés such as all glass staircases, glass 
brick filling to walls, etc. We do not sigh 
for the passing of such trite things as ‘‘ the 
new glass age,’’ or even ‘“‘ the concrete 
age,”’ anyway; one feels that ‘‘ ages ’’ can 
hardly be predicted in this way. 

Perhaps the reaction has been caused by 
the war, perhaps by our old friend the atom 
bomb. When faced by the bomb’s possi- 
bilities one begins to appreciate the simple 
pleasures of home life and of a home. Le 
Corbusier’s famous maxim that ‘‘ The 
house is a machine for living in’ has 
always had a rather unfortunate tang 
about it, and although a sensible enough 
theory from many points of view, it seems 
to have taken the matter only half way 
to its conclusion. For the rest, after the 
mhachine has done its work, the humanis- 
ing influence must make its mark. This 
does not mean the introduction of facade 
architecture (putting some architecture on 
it'!)—it means that there are certain 
humanising values in art which must be’ 
included in the most utilitarian of things. 
Without these values any work fails. All 
materials have their place in the scheme 
of things, and any competition as to one’s 
ascendency over the other is to be 
denlored. Our taste and balance seem 
to have been restored to a great extent, 
and our new towns must reflect our archi- 
tectural outlook and faith. 


Genius Unsung ? 

How many brilliant buildings are there 
in the world unknown to architects? This 
is a perplexing question, for although 
architectural historians and photographers 
do their job consummately well, there are 
sure to be omissions in their search for the 
beautiful and efficient. Just how many 
architects who have done brilliant work in 
their time have died unsung, merely be- 
cause their work has not been photo- 


graphed by architectural photographers, 
or again, because they themselves have not 
troubled to publicise their work? The 


number must be quite considerable. 


- summer holida 
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Perhaps it might be amusing to organise 
an architectural treasutfe hunt for a 
3; maybe some work could 
be unearthed that would revolutionise our 
whole conception of architecture. 


Architectural Photography. 

“Way does a building, especially a 
‘modern’ house, always look disappoint- 
ing in actuality as compared with an 
architectural photograph? ”’ 

This question has been asked of us, and 
we find ourselves becoming very wary 
before making a reply. Of course, we 
could blame the English climate and say 
that the chances are 100 to 1 against see- 
ing any building except under the worst 
possible conditions. To balance this it 
may be suggested that some architectural 
photographers have become _ over- 
complicated in their technique, and seem 
to think it necessary to indulge in the 
most elaborate of pyrotechnics and to 
photograph from any angle except the 
obvious one. The clamour for filmic effect, 
ae from producing very attractive 
photographs, tends to give a _ rather 
erroneous ye rene of what has actually 
been built. Shadows and brilliant lighting 
contrasts are obviously a great tempta- 
tion; they improve the looks of the build- 
ing on paper, but that is all. Frequently, 
having seen some lush photographs of a 
house in an architectural paper, one comes 
upon it in real life, only to be dismayed 
at its different appearance. 

The problem, obviously, is whether 
photographers should be rather sordidly 
practical and take their photographs on 
any average day, and their interiors as 
they actually are, or whether by the use 





of hidden lights and nipping in when the 
sun is shining they s puld continue to 
delight our eyes with charming studies. A 
happy medium seems to be indicated—not 
too down to earth and not too up in the 
sky; then neither side could be critical. 


Street Lettering. 

Nowuere is the general lack of sense of 
good design so a ogy as in the lettering 
of the average shop fascia board. The 
welter of styles and forms displayed in 
shopping streets is almost unbelievable; 
here, surely, ingenuity, a good thing in 
its proper place, should be at a discount. 
The end would appear ‘to have been 
reached by the introduction recently of a 
type which is practically unreadable, due 
mainly to the fact that the letters are 
placed at a variety of angles on the 
fascia, and are shaped as never before. 

The cause of this comic individuality 


in lettering, a form of art which was per: - 


fected in the days of Ancient Rome (the 
lettering on the Trajan Columnthas yet 
to be bettered for purity of design), is the 
total inability of many people to let well 
alone. Something new (even if com- 
pletely inferior to the old) is always pre 
ferable to them; hence the conglomera- 
tion of shapes, sizes, thicknesses and 
absurd proportions. Proof that thin 
have gone from bad to worse is clear 
indicated when one notices a really well 
designed fascia; it sticks out a mile (in 
its unobtrusive fashion), and one’s eye 
lingers on it for a seemingly very long 
time, comparing it with its grotesque 
neighbours. 

Good lettering is necessary. The London 
Underground Design Section realised this 
and produced a fine example of good- 
looking, attractive type. aagsnsee to 
insist upon all lettering being completely 
standardised would be a mistake, but 
competent designers should be employed 
upon the work, and designing for mere 
ostentation should be ruled out. Many 
shopkeepers and commercial firms seem 
have the misguided idea that every notice 
and pronouncement put into their shop 
windows or on their premises is read. This 
is well illustrated in the case of Regent 
street (let us forget Oxford-street!). In 
this neo-Renaissance thoroughfare almost 
every window on every floor appears to 
carry some type of lettering. 

One street, with every fascia really well 
designed and with all other lettering kept 
down to, say, one inch and a quarter in 
height would be a revelation to all people 
of taste and worth a pilgrimage by anyone 
with a trained eye for design. 


Steaks and Real Buildings. 

A FRIEND just back from a town plan- 
ning job in the West Indies has been 
regaling us with stories of good solid 
buildings to design and good solid steaks 
(14 in. thick) to eat. It is after hearing 
stories like these, and toying with our 
beans on toast,-that we begin to wonder 





ye NP ee 


f 































aww Ves Fe 


aoe ee or oO 


February 7 1947 


why the bulk of the profession has not 
transported itself to one of these Colonial 
near-paradises. That there are snags we 
are only too well aware. Living is an ex- 
ensive business (but then again it is 
Jardly dirt cheap over here), and the 
typical Colonial way of life is only for 
certain people, and it is those certain 
people who usually go. 

However, it is one of those beautiful 
dreams, which usually remains a dream, 
because England happens to be England 
and no amount of weak-gravity beer, lack 
of cigarettes or war damage seems to shake 
our faith in that far-off golden future, 
when we shall be able to design and see 
erected a building without having to fill in 
one form, except an R.1.B.A. certificate. 


Art Gallery for Southend. 

An art gallery and cultural centre is to 
be erected as soon as building controls 
ermit on the site of the old Chalkwell 
Ball, in Chalkwell Park, Southend. The 
building will be the gift of Mr. Walter 
Beecroft, of Leigh, “ is to be known as 
the Beecroft Art Gallery. In an announce- 
ment, the Mayor of Southend, Alderman 
§. E. Johnson, J.P., states that Mr. Bee- 
croft informed him that he had engaged 
Mr. Martin Kaye, F.R.I.B.A., to select 
with him the most suitable site in the 
town. Plans have been prepared showin 
the proposed layout of the scheme, an 
the Libraries and Museum Committee and 
the Parks and Pleasure Grounds Commit- 
tee have endorsed the suggestion that 
Chalkwell Park is the most suitable site. 
These committees are recommending that 
the Council accept the gift with grateful 
thanks. 


Appointments. 


Mr. H. T. Wykes, F.R.LB.A., 


AM.T.P.L, Deputy Borough Architect of 
Lewisham, has been appointed Borough 


Architect to the County Borough of 
Swansea, 

Mr, R. Titstey Green, F.R.I.B.A., has 
has been appointed Deputy County Archi- 
tect of the Architect’s Department, Kent 
County Council. He was articled to Sir 
George Oatley and G. C. Lawrence, 
R.W.A., FF.R.1.B.A., of Bristol, and 
also studied at the Royal West of England 
Academy School of Architecture, of which 





THE BUILDER 


he is a bronze and silver medallist in 
design, and the Royal Academy Schools, 
London. He was for six years a member 
of the staff of the Architect’s Department 
of the L.C.C. before being appointed 
senior assistant in Kent in 1931, and 
principal assistant architect in 1943. 


Mr. J. Austen Bent, A.R.I.B.A., 
F.R.LA.S., A.M.T.P.I., has relinquished 
the post of deputy chief architect to the 
Department of Health for Scotland and 
taken up the appointment of chief tech- 
nical officer and assistant general manager 
of the Scottish Special Housing Associa- 
tion. 

Mr. E. G. Cwanpier, A.R.1.B.A., 
Deputy Borough Architect of West Ham, 
has been appointed City Architect of 
Oxford. 


Professional Announcements. 


Mr. E. H. Davie, A.R.1LB.A., has _ been 
appointed Group Architect, Northern Area, to 
the John Lewis Partnership, at 54, Duchy-road, 
Harrogate, and would be pleased to receive 
trade catalogues. 

Mr. R. Kirtizy Kintox, L.R.1.B.A., chartered 
architect and surveyor, has moved to 7, Welford- 
road, Leicester (telephone, 23756). 

The Architects’ Co-operative Partnership have 
moved to 34, Gordon-square, ndon, W.C.1 
(telephone : Euston 2158-9), and would be pleased 
to receive trade catalogues, etc. 


From The Builder of 1847 


Saturday, February 6, 1847. 

The sets of designs submitted for the 
Royal gold medal are eleven in number. 
One, with the motto J’enet Deus clavum, 
is a mere piece ef impertinence. .. . 
give the author of either of the designs 
submitted fifty pounds would be a sad mis- 
application of the Society’s funds; but to 
bestow upon him the Royal medal would 
at once destroy the value of that medal, 
and would be a public injury of very 
serious character. 


e's Im the editorial of which the above is an 
extract, The Builder returns to the point 


made previously in its columns: that for the. 


R.1.B.A. to limit the upper age of candidates to 
2 years was folly. Both this view and the 
trenchant criticisms quoted above of the designs 
submitted apparently prevailed, for no medal 
appears to have been awarded until 1848, when 
the age restriction’ was removed. The first 
Royal Gold Medallist was, of course, Charles 
Robert Cockerell, R.A. 





L.P.T.B. SHELTER COMPETITION. A full-scale model of the Winning Design, by 
D. Dex Harrison, A.R.1.B.A., for a standard Kerbside Shelter for London Transport. 
Working drawings are on page 167. 
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H. E. Mathews, O.B.E. 

We regret to record the death of Mr.- 
Henry Edmund Mathews, O.B.E., T.D.,’ 
F.R.1.B.A., architect and surveyor to the 
London Estate and Hospital of St. Bartho- 
lomew, Smithfield, from 1913 to 1939. He 
was 78. The son of the late Mr. J. Douglass 
Mathews, F.R.I.B.A., he was born on 
May 22, 1868, and educated at Merchant 
Taylors’ School. After technical training 
at the City and Guilds College, London, he 
was articled to his father and began to 
practise on his own account at East Grin- 
stead in 1890. Later he entered into 
partnership with his father in a London 
practice. Besides his work for St. Bartholo- 
mew’s Hospital he designed a hospital at 
East Grinstead, a convalescent home at 
Clacton-on-Sea, branches for the old 
Capital and Counties Bank, and a number 
of private houses in Sussex and Surrey. 
His latest work (in conjunction with Mr. 
E. D. Jefferiss Mathews) was the Oxted 
and Limpsfield Hospital, illustrated in our 
issue for January 10 last. He had‘ also 
held appointments as Surveyor to the 
Worshipful Company of Tallow Chandlers 
and the Fishmongers’ and Poulterers’ In- 
stitution. He served throughout the 1914- 
18 war in The Royal Sussex Regiment, 
and from 1922 to 1932 was a member of 
the Court of Common Council of the City 
rE ares He was made an O.B.E. in 


F. G. Cundall, F.R.1.B.A. 
We regret to record the death at his 
home in Arlington-avenue, Leamington, of 


© Mr. Frederick George Cundall, F.R.I.B.A. 


Mr. Cundall, who was 80, was a well- 
known architect in Leamington, and 
played a big part in the conversion of 
residences into flats at the beginning of 
this century. In 1904 he was elec to 
the Town Council. 


COMPETITION NEWS 


Development of Housing Site. 

LampetH Borough Council propose to 
hold an architectural competition in 
respect of the development of site No. 22, 
Leigham Court-road, for housing purposes. 
The assessor will be Mr. C. H. James, 
A.R.A., F.R.1.B.A., and premiums of 
£500, £200, and £100 will be offered. Full 
details are shortly to be issued. 


L.P.T.B. Kerbside Shelter. 

The assessors in the competition organ- 
ised by London Transport for an improved 
kerbside: shelter have awarded first prize 
to Mr. Donald Dex Harrison, A.R.I.B.A., 
Dip. Arch. (Leeds), A.M.T.P.I., 34, 
Holland Park-road, W.14. 

The winning design is illustrated in this 
issue. 

Messrs. Arcon & O. Safir, 81, Piccadilly, 
W.1, have gained second prize. 

The designs submitted will be on exhibi- 
tion at Charing Cross Underground Station. 
Included will be a full-size “‘ mock-up ”’ of 
the winning design, and the formal open- 
ing will be at 11 a.m. on Friday, Febru- 
ary 7, at Charing Cross Un “one 
Station by Sir Lancelot Keay, K.B.E., 
M.Arch., P.R.I.B.A., and Mr. G. R 
Strauss, M.P., Parliamentary Secretary to 
the Ministry of Transport. 

** Design for Progress.” 

The James F. Lincoln Are Welding 
Foundation offer 452 prizes totalling 
$200,000 for papers or reports on the 
design or redesign of machines or struc- 
tures, the operating of a job weldery or 
maintenance service or education. re 
are 15 classifications. Details are avail- 
able from the company at Welwva 
Garden City, Herts. 
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WORD FROM 
By Derek Walker-Smith, M.P. 


ue Town and Country Planning Bill 
is a mammoth affair, and it produced 
a@ mammoth speech from Mr. Silkin in 
introducing it. Thereafter, the speeches 
were shorter, but very varied in content. 
This was inevitable, since it was impos- 
sible, in any speech of ordinary length, to 
attempt to cover all the varied matters 
dealt with in the Bill. It is, however, 
possible to indicate a certain general pat- 
tern in the debate, and to some extent to 
canalise the various trends of discussion. 

First, it can be said that there is a con- 
siderable area of agreement. It is not 
only that the principle of town and 
country planning is accepted almost uni- 
versally. The concentration of the various 
provisions for town and country planning, 
at present scattered almost haphazardly 
through various Statutes, into one compre- 
hensive code of planning law, is by 
common consent a step forward. Many 
Opposition —— applauded Mr. Silkin 
for this, and some of them indicated that 
a Conservative Government would also 
have promulgated a comprehensive code. 
There was general agreement to the a 
cation of the principle of the universality 
of planning, fr the statutory obligation 
now imposed, to produce a planning 
scheme within three years, is really a de- 
velopment of the 1943 Act, which ex- 
tended planning all over the country. 
There was a general welcome for the prin- 
ciple of five-year reviews of development 
plans, in the hope that these will give 
added flexibility and so reinforce the 
positive aspects of planning. There is no 
space to catalogue all the points of agree- 
ment, which would include matters such 
as the control of outdoor advertisements 
and the preservation of historical buildings 
and other amenities. 

e s * 

So much for the matters of general 
agreement. On what do controversy and 
discussion mainly centre? First, on the 
question as to what are the proper instru- 
ments of planning. The Bill proposes to 
transfer the primary planning functions 
from the district councils to the county 
councils, leaving a permissive power to 
authorise or require delegation by the 
county council of certain functions. The 
Minister defended this on the grounds that 
planning, to be successful, must take into 
account a reasonably wide area, and also 
suggested that the reduction of planning 
authorities from 1,441 to 145 would lead to 

eater efficiency. Exception was taken to 
this change in various quarters of the 
House, the fear being expressed that the 
county councils may be out of touch with 
the reality of the local situation; and one 
speaker pointed to the obvious but rele- 
vant fact that counties are vastly unequal 
in area. There was, too, some feeling 
that, though county councils may be the 
best instrument for formulating plans, the 
Bill should compel them to delegate the 
administration of the plan, especially in 
regard to applications and permission to 
develop. . 

The House showed concern not only as 
to what authorities should be responsible 
for the planning, but with what staffs the 
actual work is to be done. Mr. Silkin and 
other speakers, including Mr. McAllister, 
of the Town and Country Planning Asso- 
ciation, stressed the fact that the Bill was 
giving a new status to agnor and open- 
ing up new vistas for the trained planner. 
Many Members doubted, however, whether 
there are sufficient resources in the country 
to do the surveying, the valuing, and the 
Plausing conbemplaned by the Bull, at any 
rate without making a severe inroad upon 
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the personnel available for other necessary 
work. 

Mr. Bossom, in particular, pointed out 
that even to-day local authorities require 
1,800 more architectural assistants. than 
they can get, and that there are only 501 
students at present being trained to 
supplement the 313 Members and 1,007 
Associates of the Town Planning Institute. 
The next question on which varying views 
were expressed was the important ques- 
tion of whether some of the machinery of 
the Bill was likely to hamper sound 
development, as well as to hinder and 
restrict bad development. R 

* * 


Among the provisions in the Bill which 


“some thought might be prejudicial to 


good development were the designation of 
areas to be compulsorily acquired, the 
system for levying development charges, 
and the possibility of discrimination in 
this and other ways against private enter- 
prise development. The method of levy- 
ing development charges was criticised on 
the ground that, unlike the Uthwatt 
Report and the Coalition White Paper, it 
does not provide definite incentive to good 
development. Mr. Silkin explained that 
the Central Land Board would be in- 
structed not to hinder development by im- 
position of charges that are too high, nor 
to surrender any part of the charge which 
they can secure; his critics, on the other 
hand, pointed out that these two principles 
might well come into collision, with the 
probable result that the latter would pre- 
vail, to the possible detriment of good 
development; The possibility of active 
discrimination against private enterprise 
development exists in the provisions re- 
garding development charges to be levied 
on private developers and local authorities 
respectively, as well as in the powers of 
compulsory acquisition given to local 
authorities. 

Criticism was expressed, too, of the 
removal by Clause 42 of the Bill of the 
safeguard in the 1944 Act, that local 
authorities should not develop if private 
enterprise was willing and able to do so. 
This point was made because, in my own 
words, ‘‘ although loca} authorities may be 


COMING EVENTS 


Saturday, February 8. 

InstTITUTE_ OF QuaNTITY Surveyors (MIDLANDS 
Brancu). Mr. Phillip Honey, of the British Elec- 
trical Development . Association, to speak. 
“White Horse” Hotel, Congreve-street, Bir- 
mingham. 3 p.m. 





M » February 10. 
FEDERATION OF Master Buiipers. Luncheon 
Meeting and Annual General Meeting. Con- 
naught Rooms, Great Queen-street, London, 

p.m. 


Tuesday, February 11, 

Roya Instirure or British ARCHITECTS. 
General Meeting. President’s Address to 
Students; Presentation of Medals and Prizes, 
R.1.B.A., 66, Portland-place, W.1. 6 p.m. 

Tue Hovsine Centre. Mr. W. MacQuitty, of 
the Film Producers’ Guild, Ltd., on “The Way 
We Live.” 13, Suffolk-street, S.W.1. 1.15 p.m. 

Wednesday, February 12, 


Royat Society or Arts. Dr. F. A. Freeth, 


O.B.E., D.Sc., Ph.D., F.R.S., on “ Materials.” 
aaa John Adam-street, Adelphi, W.C.1. 
.M, 


NSTITUTION OF HEATING AND _ VENTILATING 
ENGINEERS. Presidential Address. Institution of 
Mechanical Engineers, Storey’s-gate, Westmin- 
ster, 8.W.1. 2.30 p.m. 

Lonpon Master Bvi.pers’  ASsoctaTion. 
Luncheon and 54th Ordinary General Meeting. 
Derry and Toms’ Restaurant, meer. W.8. 

1 


Friday, F le 

Tue Instirute oF REGISTERED ARCHITECTS. 
Capt. Montagu Evans, M.C., F.S.I., M.Inst.R.A., 
on “The Town and Country Planning Bill.” 
Bonnington Hotel, Southampton-row, W.C.1. 
.50 p.m. 

Tne Enoineers’ Guitp. Discussion on “ The 
Engineer as an Expert Witness,” to be opened 
by r. Gower Pimm, M.Inst.C.E., -P.I.- 
Struct.E. The Royal Society of Arts, 6, John 
Adam-street, Adelphi, W.C.2. 6.30 p.m. 
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good planning instruments, they are cer- 
tainly not pene agencies for development.” 

The last great subject of controversy 
was, of course, that of compensation. Mr, 
Silkin was careful to point out that he 
recognised no right to compensation for 
loss of development value, and that the 
£300,000,000 proposed to be given is in the 
nature of an ex gratia payment. 

This did not shhogethar satisfy critics on 
both sides of the House. Some of his sup. 

rters made clear their view that owners 
of land should not only not be entitled to 
compensation, but should not, in fact, 
receive any;-and if they are to receive 
any, £300,000,000 is too much. The 
Opposition felt, however, as Mr. Strauss 
pointed out, that they had no means of 
knowing whether £300,000,000, or indeed 
any sum, was the correct figure, since no 

roper steps had been taken to assess it 
i independent and scientific inquiry. 

There .was also strong argument as to 
the propriety of retaining 1939 values as 
the price for the compulsory acquisition of 
land, and in some cases as compensation 
for refusal to develop. The Chaneellor 
defended this with the argument that the 
1944 Act had fixed a period of five years, 
and that the Government should not 
jettison this standard, at any rate until 
after five years, which he described as 
““an experimental period of uncertainty.” 
Against this, it was argued that the whole 
object of fixing the prices at 1939 values 
had been to correct the difference in land 
values in one part of the country as com- 
pared with another due to the special cir- 
cumstances of war. At present the prices 
of all land might be inflated, but only in 
keeping with other commodities; and 
therefore it was unjust for the Government. 
to depress the prices of one commodity 
while not being able to restrain the rise in 
prices of others. 

* * 

Such is the main outline of the discus- 
sion of this long and technical Bill, which 
will now be subjected to the severe and 
specialist scrutiny of the Standing Com- 
mittee before returning to the House for 
its final stages. 

Of long-term importance was the Chan- 
cellor’s hint that the next session may see 
legislation for the imposition of ‘some 
scheme of taxation or rating of site values. 
I am able to tell you that the Opposition 
have also been at work in considering 
afresh these subjects, though without 
altering their traditional view that such 
arrangements are neither practical nor 
desirable. 





R.A. Summer Exhibition. 

THe Roya Acapemy Summer Exhibition: 
opens at Burlington House on Saturday, 
May 3, and closes on Sunday, August 10. 
Days for receiving work are: 

Water colours, etc., and architectural 
drawings, Friday, March 28. 

Oil paintings, Saturday, March 29, and 
Monday, March 31. 

Sculpture, Tuesday, April 1. 

Hours for the. reception of works are 
8 am. to p-m., except Saturday, 
March 29, 8 a.m. to 3 p.m. orks (which 
must not exceed three by any one artist) 
must be delivered at the Burlington-gar- 
dens entrance. Labels (obtainable during 
the month. of March only from the Secre- 
tary, Burlington House, W.1, on receipt 
of a stamped addressed envelope) must 
be applied for and signed by the artists 
only; they cannot be issued to agents. 
The war-time acceptance of photographs 
of architectural work is withdrawn, and 
only. small photographs, not exceeding 
half-plate size, may be admitted, and these 
only in connection with working drawing:. 
and included in the same frame, 
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DESIGN OF THE 
INTERIOR 


MR. HOWARD ROBERTSON AT THE 
ARCHITECTURAL ASSOCIATION 


DesIGN of the interior spells interior 
architecture decoration. It is regrettable 
that it is frequently divorced from the 
architectural conception which is often 
confined to plan, section and elevation. 

Interior architecture can provide a close 
and intimate link between the architect 
and the public. It is nevertheless to a 
large degree a forgotten branch. Archi- 
tects of skill and repute have too often 
neglected to bother with interiors. They 
have despised such work as being within 
the purview of the decorator. There was 
a day when the architect in his planning 
did not even bother to draw out his plan 
of furniture. I remember our former A.A. 
teacher. H. Maule, relating the 
story of an architect confronted by a lady 
client with one of his bedrooms into which 
it was impossible to fit a bed. After an 
ineffective parade with a 2-ft. rule he 
turned angrily to his client, and said: 
““My God, madam, do you take me for 
an upholsterer?’’ Architects might well 
devote more time to the study of interiors. 
It is one means of restoring our prestige 
with the. public. 

In considering interior architecture I 
perceive the possibility of a classification 
—for the sake of simplicity—into two 
main divisions. Such simplification has its 
dangers ; only limits of time compel me to 
it. These two main divisions are : (1) The 
systemic, #.e., organic, integrated; (2) 
the superimposed, t.e., unrelated, indepen- 
dent. 

In its purest expression decoration is 
inherent in the treatment of the structure ; 
it is derived in this case from the pattern- 
ing of the structure. The basic architec- 
tonic form and its elements provide not 
only the foundation for the decorative 
theme, but the inspiration for its possible 
enrichments. Examples of this occur at 





A paper read by Mr. Howard Robertson, 
F.R.1.B.A., 8.A.D.G., at a meeting of the Archi- 
tectural Association on Wednesday, January 29. 
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** ARMOUR HOUSE ” : 


all periods. They provide the noblest and 
most permanent examples of interior 
architecture. Their essential permanence, 
the insistence on fundamentals, limits, 
however, the utilisation of this basic type 
of interior architecture. Under many 
modern conditions, where flexibility, 
fluidity, impermanence, are to a greater 
or less degree demanded by the nature of 
the programme, its qualities may become 
defects. 


Superimposed Interior Architecture. 
This brings us to the second category— 
superimposed interior architecture. In 
this category the characteristic is the inde- 
pendence of the interior vis-a-vis the 
basic structure. The interior space is 
treated as a shell within the building en- 





Motion Picture County House Lounge (1942). 


W. T. Pereira, Architect. 





French Provincial Influence. 


closure. The interior becomes essentially 
a décor. It may be intended as perma- 
nent, semi-permanent, or quite temporary. 
But in either case it can be modified with- 
out affecting basic structure; its elements 
also can be almost totally independent of 
this structure. An example of this type 
of interior architecture is the series of 
rooms typifying national character which 
were erected within the general structure 
of the League palace in Geneva. Little 
attention in this case needed to be paid 
to structural features beyond considera- 
tion of existing openings, and such items 
as services, heating ducts, etc. Outside 
of these limitations the interior architect 
was free to seek his own expression. 

Let us examine the implications of these 
two systems, and I think that we will con- 
clude that their adoption and development 
are largely governed by the nature of the 
programme, 

‘lruly organic interior architecture must 
ignore fashion as a basis. It will have 
style in the sense that style derives from 
structure. Decoration based on dignified 
structure will have an integrity and sin- 
cerity which can appear out of date but 
will never be incongruous, because 
principles of design are timeless. That is 
not to say, however, that such decoration 
is a suitable expression for many modern 
purposes. It is also true that organic in- 
terior architecture is not entirely static : 
it is subject to evolution, and in the 
course of evolution is tinged by fashion, 
which can be an artistic efflorescence leav- 
ing a permanent mark on style. 

Fashions are curious phenomena. 
Fashions which come and go are not 
wholly dissipated. They revolve. They 
are cogs of a wheel that appear in the 
orbit of our vision for a while. They re- 
appear in andther cycle, transmuted per- 
haps, but often retaining certain funda- 
mentals. 

A Gothic cathedral interior exemplifies 
systemic decoration, the structure de- 
veloped as decorative pattern. So does 
the church interior of Le Raincy by 
Perret. So does .the Johnson office build- 
ing by Frank Lloyd Wright. All three 
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examples show fashion influences of their 
time. The architect may think that he is 
superior to and can ignore fashion. He 
may not use a fashionable idiom con- 
sciously or at the beginning. But 
gradually something of this fashion idiom 
soaks into him, = saturates—at least 
the fringes of—his expression. For there 
are fashions in form, in colour, in sur- 
face treatments, in materials, in equip- 
ment; and they produce a powerful and 
cumulative effect. Such diverse ty of 
interior as those produced by Inigo Jones, 
William Morris, Voysey, % Corbusier, 
have both reflected and influenced fashion. 

Truly organie decoration is compara- 
tively a rare thing. It occurs in the early 
and, purest developments of what we call 
styles. But there is an ever-present and 
human urge in all decoration to express 
something over and beyond structure; and 
an enduring example of that urge is the 
persistence of symbolism as a decorative 
theme. A great many familiar decorative 
motifs had a meaning which by vulgarisa- 
tion and repetition is now lost to those 
who employ them. The ancients used the 
serpent as a motif. It was an emblem of 
the sun, of time, of eternity. The acan- 
thus was un emblem of fire—which makes 
it such a favourite decoration for candel- 
abra! The lotus symbolised the sun. Our 
old friend the egg and dart symbolised 
the mundane system, with the dart as the 
sun’s rays. Which does not explain its 
one-time popularity as a decoration for 
the most prosaic of sanitary ware. The 
patera was a symbol of goodness, of 
benevolence. In neo-Renaissance archi- 
tecture all these features were slapped on 
to buildings regardless of meaning. No 
wonder we have revolted against them. 
But it is not the fault of -the emblems 
themselves, which still retain their basic 
interest. The ancients used these symbols 
with propriety. We have long ceased to 
do so. 


Internal and External Motifs. 

I can only touch on one or two out- 
standing phases in the historical develop- 
ment of decoration, in so much as they 
affect our present outlook. I would like 
to point out, for one thing, the gradual 
disappearance in Renaissance times of the 
distinction between motifs of internal and 


Remodelled Sales Floor, Davison-Paxon Co., Atlanta. 
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external architecture, under the influence 
of such masters as Palladio and, in Eng- 
land, Inigo Jones and, up to a point, 
Wren. Very heavy external motifs were 
applied to interiors, and it took the 
brothers Adam to draw attention to 
lighter and more flexible treatments. They 
really started restoring the balance. They 
broke the spell of those who were using 
basic architectural elements indiscrimin- 
atély for internal decoration, and their 
work threw into relief the importance of 
appropriateness. They were in that sense 
great innovators. 


The Renaissance architects, of Italy and 
France in particular, utilised the resources 
of decorative planning form with a lavish- 
ness which we have seldom approached 
since. I refer to the prevalence in their 
plarining of the circle, the ellipse, the 
polygon, and their variants. These shapes 


Harold M. Heatley, Architect. 
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Backus, Crane & Love, Architects. 


are difficult to employ on a domestic scale, 
but are magnificent in their larger possi- 
bilities. Tradition has bequeathed them 
to us, but we ‘have largely forgotten their 
rich potentialities. 

So much for tradition: Let us now 
approach the problem of decoration to-day, 
and hazard a crude classification of types 
appropriate to various programmes. I will 
piace the programmes in taree groups and 
try to suggest an attitude of mind towards 
each. The first group I will call the 
‘‘ official.” In this group I place town 
halls, churches, civic buildings generally. 
The second group is ‘‘ public.’” Here 
place theatres, certain hotels, railway 
stations, restauraats, shops, exhibitions. 
The third group I call “ intimate.’’ In 
this category are domestic buildings, clubs, 
the smaller passenger ships, and com- 
munity buildings. i 

I suggest that the interior architecture 
most appropriate to buildings in these 
three categories is that which will succeed 
in commending itself most humanly and 
permanently to the users of these various 
types. I suggest that official buildings are 
best served by an organic decoration based 
on a sincere interpretation of fundamental 
purpose, which includes due observance vi 
tradition and custom, 

I suggest that for group 2, ‘‘ public,” 
the interior architecture must give what 
I would call ‘‘ box office’’ satisfaction. 
To this end’ it must be reasonably fluid, 
semi-permanent, readily adaptable to meet 
changing conditions without undue ex- 
pense. The type of decoration here would 
be what I referred to at the beginning as 
superimposed, though it may be grafted 
on to permanent organic structure. 

The third type, ‘‘ intimate,’’ will be best 
served by an interior architecture based 
on the closest study and interpretation of 
each individual programme. For practical 
and sentimental reasons, decorations in this 
category are likely to be less fluid than in 
the case of the second group. 


The Architect’s Approach. 

What should be the architect’s approach 
to his decoration problem? I suggest that 
for category 1 he should meditate pro- 
foundly and searchingly on what is appro- 
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relationships, which are too often neg- 
lected, to in mind that a study of 
circulation is vital, cluding the effective 
development of every section of room 
space; to remember that an awareness of 
the reaction of colour and surface treat- 
ments in room space is a necessity; to 
cultivate an ability to relate and | 
artificial lighting to form. And, finally, 
to concede that the interior architect must 
have a sense of drama, of dominant and 
subsidiary effects. To sum it all up, the 
design oF interiors requires imagination, 
considerable technical resource and feel- 
ing for detail, and a wide and sympa- 
thetic knowledge of human nature. 
Before turning to pictorial examples I 
would say a word about the clients who 
mostly control our destiny, unless we are 
in the strong position of Frank Lloyd 
Wright, who in the deserts of Arizona 
built Taliesen West largely to please him- 
self. Clients are sometimes traditionalists 
through fear or laziness; and I quote an 
apposite remark by Boris Langley Moore 
who said that ‘‘Tradition provides a 
beaten track for minds which shrink from 
effort’; and another one from Virginia 
Woolf to the effect that ‘‘ To buy living 
art requires living taste.” 
Finally, to the students, I recommend 
House at Modesto, California. John Funk, Architect. ; the R.A. lectures of Sir John Soane, from 
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priate and seemly. For category 2 he 
should inform himself as to the require- 
ments of his clients’ business, including 
financial returns, and go all out to meet 
them, so that his interiors please building 
owners, their clients and, one hopes 
incidentally, the architect. For category 3 





Thomas Aquinas who remarked that a 
small error at the beginning becomes a 
very big one at the end. It is very true 
in respect of architectura] design. 

What should be the architect’s mental 
attitude in considering the design of in- 
teriors? I hesitate to dogmatise, but I 
will suggest a few pointers for what they 
are worth. As part of the mental equip- 
ment I would include the following: a 
respect for tradition, customs and human = 
sentiment (very important, this); an 
awareness of. trends in art and esthetics 
generally; an ability to guide. but not 
necessarily to impose, one’s convictions ; 
the strength of mind not to indulge in 
preconceptions, . passing whims, _ self- 
advertisement, exciting treatments in- 
dulged in for a momentary notoriety; not 
to design primarily with an eye to the 
photographs ; and, lastly, a determination 
to prune one’s conceptions with the same 
care that an author devotes to correction 
of his proofs. And what is the requisite 
technique? I suggest that it involves first 
an ability to model and compose forms in 
effective relationship, including vertical 


ay I suggest that the architect should study 
ds most carefully the way of life of the people 
ll for whom he builds. An architect who has 
© never seen a butler in action is unlikely 7 
me to design successfully a great house. This 
* study of the user of the buildings applies, 
i of course, to all interior work; but in the 
: case of intimate architecture the psycho- 
I logical assessment is more sharply focused, 
- and for that reason has to be the more 
7 delicately performed. be z 
3. a ddd, 6 
n In much hotel work, which is in my ae Wy 3 
‘ “public”? category, the varying nature »/| Ry 
\- of the clientéle offers very subtle grada- ws RLS i 
tions. Hotels all of the first class will uae - 29 es a 
e nevertheless each have their character 5 ry 
e within that general classification. And it wus CO > - 
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“* Movie Palace.’"” Drawn by Steinberg. 
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one of which I quote the following passage : 
** Students of architecture must persevere 
with unremitting and indefatigable appli- 
cation and add to their architectural stores 
the utmost knowledge that they can 

sibly acquire of painting and sculpture. 

ithout these advantages architecture can 
never show the full extent of its mighty 
powers.” 7 


Acknowledgment. : - 


The photographs accompanying Mr. 
Howard Robertson’s address are repro- 
duced by kind permission of- the Archi- 
tectural Forum. 
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House in Los Angeles (1941), 


BOOKS RECEIVED 

Cartes Canninc Winmitt. By His 
Daughter. (London : J. M. Dent and Sons, 
Ltd.) Price 15s, net, 

Factory ManacemMent. By P. H. Bill- 
ington. (Manchester: Emmott and Co., 
Ltd.) Price 3s. 6d. 

Tue Story or Warer Suppry. By F. W. 
Robins. _ (London; Oxford University 
Press.) Price 18s. 


THe ADVENTURE oF Bumpinc. By 
Clough Williams-Ellis, (London: The 
Architectural Press.) Price 10s. 6d. 

ConsTRUCTIONAL Masonry. By E. G 


Warland. (London: Sir Isaac Pitman 
and Sons, Ltd.) Price 10s. 


- 
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HOUSING IN THE COLONIES 


GRANTS AND LOANS ALLOCATED 


A report on Housing Research in the 
Colonies was under consideration by 
Colonial Governments in 1946. In for. 
warding the report to them, the Secretary 
of State said that he had accepted the re- 
commendation for the establishment of a 
Colonial Housing Bureau in the U.K. 
and that he proposed to arrange in the 
first instance for the appointment of a 
Colonial Liaison Officer to be located at 
the Building Research Station of the 
Department of Scientific and Industrial 
Research; he also said that he was in 
general agreement with- the recommenda- 
tion that Housing Research Stations 
should be established in colonial depen- 
dendies on a regional basis and that 
Housing Committees should be set up 
wherever possible, 

A list of grants and loans allocated for 
‘housing and town planning schemes re- 
flects some of the work which has been 
going on in this sphere during 1946. It 
ranges from £282,740 for improvements to 
Bathurst, Gambia, £204,000 for housing 
accommodation for Africans in urban 
areas of Kenya (an interest-free loan later 
to be converted into a grant) and £100,000 
(loan) for housing in Jamaica to £3,500 
for the training and employment of a 
housi executive in St. Kitts-Nevis, 
£1,875 for the appointment of an archi- 
tect. and planning officer to Barbados and 
£250 to assist in the preparation of a 
book on village planning in West Africa. 
Information on methods -of prefabricated 
housing has been supplied to a number 
of colonies which have particularly acute 
housing problems. 
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NEW G.W:R. STATION, SWINDON : The front elevation of the proposed new G.W.R. Station at Swindon, showing the hotel 


which will provide the facade for the building, with the doors in the centre leading to the booking hall. 


The station platforms 


will be immediately behind the hotel. A feature of the hotel will be that every bedroom will face south, away from the noise 

of the station. The station will terminate one end of the Corporation’s proposed Central Development Scheme, linking it with 

the proposed Central Square. The design is by Mr. B. Bannatyne Lewis, M.A., F.R.I.B.A., who has recently resigned his post as 
Architect to the G.W.R. to take up the first Chair of Architecture at Melbourne, Australia. 
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LONDON AIRPORT 
REPORT OF ADVISORY LAYOUT PANEL 


Tar Advisory Layout Panel—appointed to consider and 
make recommendations as to the best layout for an inter- 
national civil airport for London at Heathrow, near Staines, 
Middlesex—has now issued its Report (Stationery Office, 
9s.). It recommends the plan shown on page 165, and 
suggests that it should be carried out in three stages,-the 
last being completed by 1953. The final form will require 
an encroachment of about 38 acres on the Perry Oaks 
sludge disposal works; a diversion of the road connecting 
Stanwell and East Bedfont; a slight realignment of the 
proposed Bath-road diversion; and the demolition of the 
village of Sipson and some part.of Harlington. The report 
contains:a number of appendices, three plans and diagrams 
of runway patterns and use of traffic lanes. 


We take the following extracts from the report :— 


Site. 

The site is an area consisting largely of agricultural land, 
approximately seven square miles in extent, lying between 
Staines and Hayes in Middlesex, some 12 miles west of 
Charing Cross. Approximately one-third of the area is 
north and two-thirds south of the Bath Road. The site is 
within an area bounded on the north by the line proposed 
for the diverted Bath Road, which follows approximately 
the existing Cherry-lane; on the east by the River Crane; 
on the south by the Great South-West Road and Staines 
Reservoir; and on the west by the Longford River and 
Harmondsworth Village. It includes the villages of Har- 
lington and Sipson. 

There is little variation of level over the whole area, and 
we were informed that there were unlikely to be any unto- 
ward constructional difficulties in its further development. 
The site of the present control tower is 80ft. above 
Ordnance Datum. 


Conditions Governing Layout. 

In addition to our general instructions, the following 
conditions affected in varying degree the_development of 
the site :— 

(a) The airport must be developed in stages and the con- 
struction of each stage should interfere as little as 
possible with its use. As the airport had to be 
brought into use at an early date, it was essential 
that the three runways already under construction 
should be completed as originally planned. These 
three runways and temporary terminal buildings 
therefore constitute Stage I of the development. In 
Stage II we were required to plan for maximum air 
traffic capacity south of the Bath Road, in view of 
the need to postpone for a number of years both the 
diversion of that road and the demolition of housing 


north of it. In Stage III, full use could be made of 
the site. 
(b) An adequate area must be provided for aircraft load- 


ing and terminal buildings, commensurate with the 
capacity of the runway system and conveniently 
located in relation to that system and to. surface 
access. 

(c) Areas of sufficient size for aircraft maintenance, 
readily accessible to the terminal area and to public 
roads, must be allocated within the site in each stage 
of development. 

(d) The layout must be suitable for use by the largest air- 
craft which could reasonably be foreseen. At the 
same time we were to allow for extending and widen- 
ing the runways wherever possible. 

(e) We were to avoid, as far as possible, demolition of any 
ancient monument or building of historic interest, and 
we were to keep demolitions in general to the mini- 
mum consistent with obtaining an efficient airport. 


Dimensions and Clearances. 


Our principal. conclusions as regards dimensions and 
<learances are summarised at, Appendix B [reproduced], 
and the final plan presented with this Report has been 
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based on these figures. It is not considered necessary in 
this Report to set out in detail the considerations from 
which these dimensions have been derived; but the follow- 
ing points may be noted :— 

(a) The dimensions of the runways and strips in the main 
direction are based on conditions of no wind; and, in 
the subsidiary directions, on the least wind velocity 
along the subsidiary runway which would produce a 
component at right angles to the main direction in 
excess of 12 m.p.h.; 

(b) The secondary runways and strips are designed for 
all aircraft save only those having the most exacting 
performance; the primary runways and strips are 
designed for all aircraft which we can foresee for 
commercial operations; 

(c) Dimensions have been determined on the assumption 
that all runways will be used in conjunction with 
instrument aids; 

(d) We considered that all runways, taxiways and aprons 
should be designed for aircraft having an all-up 
weight of at least 360,000 ]b. carried on four main 
wheels. 

After dealing with the subjects of runway capacity and 
runway separation, the Report turns to the matter of run- 
way patterns. The Panel reached the conclusion that a 
layout based either on a tangential pattern or a staggered 
parallel pattern was most likely to give the best results. 
After intensive study the Panel came to the unanimous 
conclusion that the staggered parallel pattern was prefer- 
able to the tangential pattern for the site. It is estimated 
that the maximum practicable number of movements per 
runway in fair weather on the system selected would be: 


Landing: One aircraft per 90 seconds equals 40 per hour. 
Take-off: One aircraft per 45 seconds equals 80 per hour. 


Terminal Building Area. 

It was apparent that full advantage could only be taken 
of the staggered parallel pattern if the terminal area were 
enclosed by the runways. Primary considerations were 
ther2fore the size of the area to meet all the requirements 
and the practicability of providing access underground. We 
were advised that the latter would present no insuperable 
difficulty. 

We accordingly considered the size of the necessary 
aprons and loading bays. The agreed distances of the 
building face in the terminal area from the centre of the 
primary and secondary runways are given at Appendix B. 
We originally considered that these distances should be 
based on the conditions that two aircraft of 200-ft. span 
should be able to pass one another without encroaching on 
the landing strip clearances at a point where a 300-ft. span 
aircraft was occupying a loading bay. Clearances from the 
centre line of a primary runway to the building face on 
this basis became 1,550 ft. and from the centre line of a 
secondary runway 1,350ft. We thought, however, that 
these figures were generous, and we finally recommend that 
they should be 1,400 ft. and 1,300 ft. respectively. 


We next had to determine the number of loading bays 
or gates that would be required. Experience on both sides 
of the Atlantic has shown that, on the average, each air- 
craft occupies a bay for a period of half an hour, ¢.e., it 
takes 15 minutes to be unloaded and 15 minutes to be 
reloaded. A maximum hourly movement rate of 160 air- 
craft with each bay occupied by an aircraft for half an 
hour (two movements) therefore necessitates the provision 
of 40 aircraft loading bays in the terminal area. It was 
assumed that aircraft remaining at the airport for more 
than half an hour would be removed to aircraft parking or 
hanger areas. We decided that bays 150 ft. wide would 
suit most aircraft; one large aircraft would occupy two 
bays, while, on the other hand, two small aircraft could 
be placed in one bay. We concluded that space should be 
allowed in the terminal area for 40 bays, each 150 ft. wide, 
requiring a building frontage of at least 6,000 ft. 


We next considered the area required within the build- 
ing frontage. After deliberation we decided that not less 
than 60 acres would be necessary, including a margin for 
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unforseeable contingencies. Before reaching this conclu- 
sion specific allowances were made for buildings and other 
facilities including :— 

(a) Terminal buildings, 

(b) Customs House, 

(c) G.P.O. buildings, 

(d) Garages, 

(e) Freight stores, 

(f) Car-parks, 

(g) Roadways and approaches, 

(h) Helicopter landing and parking area. 


Aircraft Maintenance Areas. 


We were required to provide adequate areas for mainten- 
ance and other purposes during all stages of development. 
We were informed that approximately 70 acres would be 
needed within the area of land available for immediate 
development in Stage I, and that at least 170 acres would 
be required for the main area during Stage II, i.e., south 
of the Bath Road. 

We further considered that additional areas should bring 
the total available for development in the final stage to 
over 300 acres. We aimed at so locating the principal or 
largest area that aircraft would not have to cross a main 
runway in order to reach it from the terminal area. 


Final Plan. 


The plan we finally recommend is at) Appendix E (repro- 
duced). It provides three parallel runways in each of three 
directions, the runways in the East-West directions being 
the main runways. The three directions correspond to 
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those of the R.A.F. runways, this being neeessary in order 
to incorporate them in the scheme, all three being used in 


Stage I. The R.A.F. runway in the Northwest-Southeas, | 


direction is replaced by a new runway in Stages II and III, 
although parts of it are retained as aprons and taxiways, 
If this were not done the terminal area would be too small, 
We examined the possibility of building the new Northwest. 
Southeast runways at a differenf angle from the R.A.F. 
runway, but concluded that the resulting slight advantage 
was outweighed by the disadvantages. 

We had previously analysed the meteorological data and 
found that the most frequent winds were to be expected in 
the sector from Southwest to West. On this consideration 
alone there was a choice between Southwest and West as 
the main direction, and we finally chose West on account 
of other site conditions. The usability for the three direc- 
tions adopted, based on a maximum permissible cross-wind 
component of 12 m.p.h., is about 99 per cent. Consequently 
we considered that the gain in usability to be obtained from 
adding runways in a fourth direction was too small to 
justify the cost and complication. 

No. 5 runway is the main primary runway and Nos. } 
and 8 are the main secondaries. As those secondaries have 
to be staggered, part of No.1 runway, which has already 
been completed, will not normally be used, but its full 
length will be valuable as an alternative primary should 
No. 5 runway be out of use or in other emergencies. We 
considered the possibility of making No. 1 runway a 
primary, but all layouts incorporating this feature had 
disadvantages which were unacceptable. 

The strip and runway lengths are as follows : — 


Runway Runway Strip 
No. Description Length Length 
in Jeet in feet 

5. E-W Main Primary 9,500 10,500 
1. E-W Main Secondary 11,570 14,570 
8. E-W Main Secondary 6,600 9,000 
2. NE-SW Subsidiary Primary 9,200 9,200 
7. NE-SW Subsidiary Secondary 6,240 7,440 
9. NE-SW Subsidiary Secondary 5,300 6,500 
6. NW-SE Subsidiary Primary 9,200 9,200 
4. NW-SE Subsidiary Secondary 5,840 6,150 
10. NW-SE Subsidiary Secondary 5,300 6,500 


The length of No. 5 runway is less than that shown for 
the main primary in Appendix B, but it ean be extended 
to the agreed length of 10,500 ft., should experience show 
that this is required. We considered that it was unneces- 


sary to do this immediately because No. 1 runway is the 


main primary runway during Stages I and II. 
The approach clearance slopes start from the ends of the 
strips, and the inner ends of the staggered secondaries have 
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Traffic Runways to suit differing wind direction (Appendix F). 
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The triangular apex of the landing runways occupies land to be made available by diverting the Bath Road, which is shown as 
coming to a full stop East and West of the site. 


the prescribed clearances to allow for abnormal use in 
tither direction. 


The separation of the parallel runways used for simul- 
taneous landings in normal gperation is as follows :— 


Direction of Landing Separation in feet 


West-East 4,645 
East-West 7,145 
Southwest-Northeast 4,650 
Northeast-Southwest 7,150 
Southeast-Northwest 4,400 
Northwest-Southeast 6,900 





While these separations do not all achieve the 6,000 ft. at 
which we aimed, those for landing in the East-West and 
Northeast-Southwest directions, which are the directions 
most frequently used, exceed this figure. The separation 
of staggered secondaries has been kept at 2,500 ft. in all 
directions. 

Examples of the normal method of operation, including 
taxying routes for three given directions of wind, are shown 
at. Appendix F [reproduced]. Operation in the other direc- 
tions will be similar. 

The terminal area within the building line comprises 66 
acres and there is 6,450 ft. of building frontage available. 
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We did not feel called upon to recommend an alignment 
for the road tunnel giving access to the area as this will 
largely be determined by factors outside our terms of 
reference. 

Three areas totalling about 400 acres, all south of the 
Bath Road; age available for development for aircraft 
maintenance, parking and ancillary purposes. Taxiways 
connecting these areas to the terminal area offer alternative 
routes, and although some runways must be crossed, the 
routes for any given wind direction will cause little inter- 
ference with the runways in use. 

The following three adjustments of the boundary were 
found necessary :— 


(a) An encroachment of about 38 acres on the Perry Oaks 
sludge disposal works; 


(b) A diversion of the road connecting Stanwell and East 
Bedfont; ° 

(c) A slight realignment of the proposed Bath Road 
diversion. 


When the runways in Stage III are constructed north of 
the Bath Road, the village of Sipson will be demolished, 
but a large part of Harlington will remain. It has been 
possible to site all approaches so that little demolition will 
be necessary outside the boundaries of the airport. 


While the layout of the three runways north of the Bath 
Road has been based on present knowledge, some modifica- 
tion may be desirable as a result of experience of the 
operation of parallel runways and improvement in equip- 
ment and technique by the time the construction of the 
runways is due to start. We recommend, therefore, that the 
boundaries north of the Bath Road as given to us should 
not be curtailed, the runways in Stage III being an integral 
part of the whole scheme of development. 


Stages-of Development 


Stage I of the development consists of the three R.A.F. 
runways at present under construction, together with the 
taxiway parallel to No.1 runway and temporary buildings 
between that taxiway and the Bath Road. Seventy acres 
of aircraft maintenance area are available in this stage. 


Stage II provides a dual parallel runway system south of 
the Bath Road. Before the completion of this stage the 
Northwest-Southeast R.A.F. runway will have been replaced. 
A large part of the central apron will have been completed 
together with such portions of the permanent terminal 
buildings needed to meet requirements at this stage. The 
underground access to the terminal area will also have 
been constructed. All the areas allocated for aircraft main- 
tenance, parking and other purposes will be available for 
development. 

We are informed that the programme of construction 
from Stage I to Stage II can be so arranged as to permit 
continwous use and progressive increase of capacity of the 
airport. 

Stage III consists in extending No. 1 runway westwards, 
constructing Nos. 8, 9 and 10 runways north of the Bath 
Road, together with their connecting taxiways, and increas- 
ing as necessary the facilities in the terminal area. The 
main portion of the runway and taxiway construction being 
north of the Bath Road, the use of the airport as existing 
in Stage II will be little affected. 


We are-informed that it is hoped to have Stage I in 
operation in 1946, Stage II in 1949, and Stage III in 1953. 


Estimated Traffic Capacity. 

On the basis of an equal number of landings and take-offs 
and of the capacity of a single runway, which we adopted 
for planning purposes, we estimate that the maximum 
capacity of the airport during each stage in fair weather 
will be: — 

Aircraft movements per hour 
40 rising to 50 
Stage II 90 rising to 100 
Stage III 160 or more 
Owing to the many uncertain factors it is difficult to 
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arrive at a similar assessment of capacity in bad weather, 
but for conditions of visibility less than 1,000 yards, oy 
cloud base under 500 ft., we fhink that the proportion of 
bad weather capacity to good weather capacity might turn 
out to be :— 

Stage I One-third 

Stage IT One-half 

Stage III Two-thirds 

Assuming an average in Stage I of 20 passengers per air. 

craft, increasing during Stages II and III to 25, the maxi. 
mum number of passengers passing through the airport ip 
an hour, based on the foregoing capacities, might. be : — 


Stage I 1,000 
Stage IT 2,500 
Stage ITI 4,000 or more 


The Panel’s membership signing the report is: Messrs, 
A. H. Wilson, C.B.E. (Chairman), A. E. G. Collins, C.B.E,, 
Graham Dawhbarn, M.A., F.R.I.B.A., W. M. Hargreaves, 
R. F. Lloyd Jones, A:M.I.C.E., A. Shaw Maclaren, M.1.C.E,, 
E. R. Morgan, and J. H. Riddoch. Mr. R. 8. S. Dickinson 
acted as Secretary. | 


APPENDIX B. 
AGREED AERODROME DIMENSIONS AND CLEARANCES, 


1, RUNWAY DIMENSIONS 


(a) PRIMARY SET Main Direction 9,000 ft. by 300 ft. 1,500 ft. 
over-run at each end. 
Subsidiary Direction 8,000 ft. by 300 ft. 
1,200 ft. over-run at each end. 


(6) SECONDARY SET Main direction 6,000 ft. by 250 ft, 
1,200 ft. over-run at each end. 
Subsidiary Direction 5,300 ft. by 250 ft. 
1,200 ft. over-run at each end. 


Provision should be made for all runways to be widened to 400 ft. 
Partial or complete ‘* compression ”’ is allowed on all runways. 


Note.—‘‘ Compression” consists in decreasing the total length of 
strip at the expense of increasing the length of paved runway. 


2. STRIP WIDTHS 

Primary runways 1,200 ft. ° 

Secondary runways 800 ft. 

3. OBSTRUCTION LIMITS : 

No building shall infringe an imaginary plane drawn: On main 
strips at 1 : 50 from the strip end; on subsidiary strips at 1 : 40 from 
the strip end ; or on all strips at 1 : 7 from the strip edge. 

At the junction of these flightway and side planes a total splay results : 
on the main runways of 16° (approx.); or on subsidiary runways of 
20° (approx.). 

4. TAXIWAYS : 

Shall be 120 ft. wide with provision for widening to 160 ft. 

Where parallel taxiways occur, centre lines shall be 350 ft. apart. 

Where parallel to a runway their centre lines shall be 400 ft. from 
strip edge. 

5. TURN RADII 

Fillets off runways, taxiways, etc., should be 200 ft. minimum radius. 

Taxiway bends should be 600 ft. radius from the centre line of the 
track. ; 


6. SEPARATION OF PARALLEL RUNWAYS 


2,500 ft. minimum between two parallel runways when landings on 
one and take-offs on the other are likely to take place simultaneously. 


At least 6,000 ft. separation should be provided for simultaneous 
landings in instrument conditions. . 


7. DISTANCE FROM CENTRE OF RUNWAYS TO FACE OF 
BUILDINGS IN TERMINAL AREA 
(a) Primary set 600 ft., i.e., half strip width. 
100 ft. wing tip clearance of taxying aircraft. 


450 ft. clearance for 2 aircraft each of 200 ft. span to pass 
without infringing the strip, with 50 ft. clearance 


between. 
200 ft. loading bay and manoeuvring area. 
50 ft. vehicular way and refuelling safety distance. 


Total 1,400 ft. 
(b) Secondary set 500 ft. i.e., half strip width plus 100 ft. 
100 ft. wing tip clearance of taxying aircraft. 


450 ft. clearance of 2 aircraft each of 200 ft. span to pass 
without infringing the strip, with 50 ft. clearance 
. between. 

200 ft. loading bay and manoeuvring area. 


50 ft. vehicular way and refuelling safety distance. 
Total 1 300 ft. 
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DRILL HALL, HORFIELD, BRISTOL 


SHOWN ON THESE PAGES are head- 
quarters for the 60th A.A. Battalion, 
Royal Engineers, and 5th A.A. Divi- 
sional Signals, built in 1941 for the 
Gloucestershire Territorial Army and 
Air Force Association on an extensive 
site overlooking Horfield Common, 
Bristol, and designed by Mr. Alec F. 
French, F.R.1.B.A. 

PianninG : In order to accommodate 
both Gunnery and Signals training 
groups at Horfield, an rm oye 4 
Jarge drill hall (132 ft. by 54 ft.) wit 
dark room attached is provided on the 
ground floor, around which are grouped 
the offices, lecture rooms, men’s social 
and sergeants’ mess, kitchens and 
stores, while a gunnery operation room 
is planned in the S.E. wing, partly 
below ground. On the first floor, the 
officers’ mess and additional lecture 
rooms open on to a corridor running the 
whole length of the drill hall, with the 


rifle range in the N.W. wing. Four 
staff instructors’ flats and caretaker’s 
flat occupy the main frontage on the 
second floor.. The vehicle sheds are 
planned on the western boundary of 
the site. 

Construction : External walls aré of 
154 in. cavity brickwork, with 2§ in. 


‘multi-coloured hand-made facings and 


Bath stone dressings, the entrance 
feature including two recumbent 
Ae the emblem of the Gloucester- 
shire Regiment. Ground floor of drill 
hall is finished with maple flooring and 
upper floors of hollow-tile construction, 
finished generally with wood blocks. 
Flat roofs are of hollow tile, finished 
with asphalt. Internally, the drill hall 
walls are faced with 2§ in. flint lime 
Hunziker bricks in two colours, while 
the roof is pitched, supported on steel 
trusses and covered with slates. 


The quantity surveyors were Messrs. 


Gleeds, and the general contractors 
Messrs. James Stewart and Sons (Tot- 
tenham), Ltd. Sub-contractors and 
suppliers engaged on the work were: 
Cattybrook Brick Co., external facing 
bricks; W. Butcher and Co. supplied 
Hunziker internal facing bricks, and 
sanitary fittings and general brickwork 
in Flettons; Diespeker and Co., Ltd., 
hollow-tile floors; F, Freeman and Co. 
(Bristol), Ltd., stone carving ; Gardiner, 
Sons and Co., Ltd., steelwork; G. N. 
Haden and Sons, Ltd., heating; Hollis 
Bros. and Co., Ltd., wood block and 
strip flooring; Colston Electrical Co., 
Ltd., electric light and power; Crittall 
Manufacturing Co., Ltd., metal win- 
dows; Hills Patent Glazing Co., Ltd., 
patent glazing; roller shutters, Nash, 
Fisher and Co., Ltd.; bar shutters, W. 
8S. Cox and Son, Ltd.; roller blinds, 
N. F. Ramsay and Co., Ltd.; Asphalte 
Specialists, Ltd., asphalt tanking and 
roofs; H. dman and Son, fenc- 
ing; J. A. King and Co., Ltd., roof 
lights;. and Ewart and Son, Ltd., 
ventilators. 


ALEC F. FRENCH, 
F.R.1.B.A., ARCHITECT 
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Second-floor Pian. 





First-floor Plan. 
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'  Ground-floor Plan. 
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THE NATIONAL 
FEDERATION OF BUILDING 
TRADES EMPLOYERS 


ANNUAL DINNER 

THe annual dinner of the National 
Federation of Building Trades Employers 
was held at the Dorchester Hotel on 
January 29, under the chairmanship of the 
President, Mr. W. H. Forsdike. A large 
number of members and guests were pre- 
sent and many stayed for the dancing 
which followed the speeches. 

The toast of “‘H.M. Government ’’ was 
proposed by Mr, Forsprxe, who said that 
while builders did not always see eye to 
a with the Government in all respects, 
they did realise that it had been given 
the task by the electorate of solving the 
great difficulties created by the war. ‘‘I 
believe it is up to all men of will 
to assist the vernment in this great 
task, whenever they can do it consci- 
entiously : we builders are, I can say, men 
of good will.’ 5 

eir principal guest that evening was 
the key Minister in the Government, Mr. 
Tomlinson, who was such a popular Minis- 
ter. He was G.O.C. both labour and 
materials, and until he (the gn had 
read the White Paper on ‘the Housing 
Programme he had intended to have said 
that the great rebuilding programme de- 
pended on him. But it seemed, after read- 
ing the White Paper, that it depended 
more on Mr. Shinwell. A matter which 
was causing Mr. Tomlinson some con- 
cern (and also Sir Malcolm Trustram Eve) 
was the apparent slow working of the 
Training Council’s registration scheme 
for apprentices, and also the Federation’s 
national joint apprenticeship scheme. ‘‘ I 
am not satisfied that we are doing all we 
should in this matter. Our joint scheme, 
I claim, is one of which the industry may 


1s C.G.ROWLANDS 
GALBRAITH ge et ha 


EJ. 
SMITH 
PRESIDENT 


gu 


FR.0. LLOYD ope 
Vice PRESDT 


THE BUILDER 


be proud; it is vitally essential to us as an 
industry to build up and maintain the 
necessary head of labour and also its proper 
balance as between crafts.” 

Both the Minister and the industry were 
anxiously awaiting the outcome of the dis- 
cussions on wages now being conducted by 
the National Joint Council. It would be 
improper for him (the speaker) as chair- 
man of that Council to comment on 
matters now under discussion, but they 
had faced big difficulties before, and he 
was hoping that the Council would be 
still able to preserve their proud record 
of industrial peace and to carry it on for 
at least another 25 years. 

Te Minister or Works (Mr. George 
Tomlinson) replied in a happy vein. He 
could well understand, he said, the im- 
patience of those who found themselves 
under a Government of which they could 
not wholly approve. For fifty years he 
had been in the same position himself. 
But the job ahead of rebuilding Britain 
was bigger than any sectional interest, 
and he appealed to all to sink any differ- 
ences they might feel and unite with 
something of the spirit the country had 
shown during the war to put our country 
back on top again. 

‘The Guests’* were proposed by the 
President-elect, Mr. E. J. Smrrn, and re- 
sponses were made by Ald. Mrs. A. E. 
Loneren, J.P. (who reminded the gather- 
ing that it was the President’s uncle who 
first invited ladies to be present at the 
annual SUE Sm Lancetor Kaay, 
K.B.E., P.R.I.B.A. (who stressed the need 
for the architect in the work of rebuild- 
ing) and Sm Matcorm Trustram Eve, 
Bt., K.C. (chairman, W.D.C., and chair- 
man, Building Apprenticeship Council). 

The formal part of the evening was 
closed by Mr. W. F. Gibson, who paid 
tribute to the President’s able year ot 
office, 
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Members and guests ere included: §ir 
Harold Emmerson, K.C.B. (Sec., Ministry of 
Works), G. W. Buchanan, C.B.E. (Past_Preg, 
N.F.B.T.E.), F. Wilson (Past Pres., Master 
Builders’ 1. of Australia), Sir Frederick 
Leggett (Chairman, Building and Civil En. 
or Holidays Scheme Management, Ltd.), 
. Leslie Wallis, J.P. (Past Pres., N.F.B T.E.), 
Monsieur Meunier (Président de la Chambre 
d’Etanchéité), Sir Hugh Beaver, M.Inst.C.2., 
Jno. Croad (Past Pres., N.F.B.T.E.), Sir 
Godfrey Ince, K.C.B., K.B.E. (Permanent Sec., 
Ministry of Labour and National Service), J. G, 
Gray, J.P. (Past Pres., N.F.B.T. 
Stephenson, C.B.E. (Pres., A 
Kerridge (Past Pres., N.F.B.T.E.), Sir 
John Forbes Watson, K.C.M.G. (Director, 
British Employers’ Confederation), Sir Robert 
Fraser, K.B.E., C.B. (Sec., War Damage Com. 
mission), Sir John Wrigley, K.B.E., C.B, 
(Deputy Sec., Ministry of Health), Sir Edwin 
Airey (Past Pres., N.F.B.T.E.), W. dams, 
J.P., IS. (Chairman, Joinery and Wood- 
work Ranplarere. Fed.), C. H. J. Aldworth, 
R. R. O. Barwick, M.B.E., C. J. Beer (Pres. §. 
Counties Fed. B.T.E.), D. C. Burgess, C. D. 
Calverley, R. Coppock, C.B.E., Councillor A. C. 
Corringham (Pres., Yorkshire Fed. B.T.E.), 
J. H. Forshaw, F.R.1.B.A., F. O. Foster (Pres., 
Eastern Fed. B.T.E.), R. H. Francis, F.S.1., 
J. S. Galbraith, Major W. A. Gale (Pres., 
Liverpool Fed. B.T.E.), E. W. Garrett, M. J. 
Gleeson, G. W. Grosvenor (Pres., South 
Western Fed. B.T.E.), Nigel Hannen, 8. F. §. 
Hearder, D. McCowan Hill, LI.B., ; ze 
ar G. H. A. Hughes, F.S.1., F.I.Arb., 
H. ©. Janes, I. Ernest Jones, M.A., B.Sc., Roy 
King, R. T. Law (Pres., N.F. of Plumbers and 
Domestic Engineers (Employers)), G. (C. 
Lawrence, Dr. F. M. Lea, O.B.E., D.Sc., N. 
Longley, H. H. Montgomerie, C.B., O.B.E., 
Capt. P. Fotheringham Parker, W._ T. 
Porteous_(Pres., Scottish National Building 
Trades Fed. (Employers)), W. W._ Sapcote, 
Major L. Shingleton, 3.E., P. Smallwood 
(Pres., Londan Master Builders’ Association), 
E. H. Smith (Pres., N.F.. of. Roofing Con- 
tractors), P. J. Spencer, C. D. Spragg, kh. E. 
Stenning, F. W. Stratton, 8. Tatchell, C.B.E., 
F.R.L.B.A., N. Thompson, M.Inst.B.E. (Pres., 
Northern Counties Fed. B.T.E.), R. W. Todd, 
C. C. Trollope, H. J. Venning, F.S.I., Sir Jonah 
Walker-Smith, Major F. A. Wallis, O.B.E., 
Norman H. Walls, Michael Waterhouse, M.C., 
F.R.L.B.A., F. Wilson, J. Worth, Norman E. 
Wates, A. W. Yeomans, and C. Gordon 
Rowlands (Secretary). 
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Some Members and Guests at the National Federation Dinner, as seen by Sallon. 
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FUTURE. OF THE BUILDING 
INDUSTRY 


MR. FORSDIKE’S VALEDICTORY 
ADDRESS 


Mr. W. H. Forspixe, the retiring | 


President, presided at the annual meeting 
of the National Federation of Building 
Trades Employers in the Connaught 
Rooms, London, on Thursday, January 30. 

In his valedictory address Mr. Fors- 
dike, having briefly reviewed the Federa- 
tion’s activities during his term of office, 
proceeded :— 

What of the future? These are days of 
change, and to-day we have got to ask 
— ves many questions. Here are a 
CW == 

What is to be the organisation of the 
building industry in the days to come? 
The Organisation of Industry Bill just 
published gives Ministers very wide 
owers, 

Will direct labour, which has certain 
theoretical attractions, spread? 

Will building, except for its mainten- 
ance side, be one day nationalised ? 

Will the employer and operative rela- 
tionship. continue ? 

What are to be the incentives under a 
system of fuil employment? 

Is the hourly wage, which has been 
accepted for a hundred years, to continue ? 

How can we relate incentives to effort 
in a complicated industry like ours? 

These are all questions which must one 
day be answered. On the answers to them 
will depend the extent to which we, who 
have always prided ourselves on our 
adaptability, adjust ourselves to the 
changing conditions. 

Promise to Minister. 

Referring to the Minister of Health’s 
programme for the year, Mr. Forsdike 
said: Provided the materials are forth- 
coming, the programme seems a practic- 
able one. But Mr. Bevan frankly admits 
a shortage of timber, and says that the 
extent to which the shortage can be 
remedied during the year is uncertain, 
and that if adequate supplies cannot be 
obtained the number of houses must be 
reduced. This is doubly serious because, 
as we have told him, substitutes for tim- 
ber involve considerable extra cost. Mr. 
Bevan also admits that the production 
of many other materials is dependent on 
many uncertain factors, particularly the 
supply of fuel. This is most discouraging 
at a time when we were looking for 
encouragement. And the Minister still 
persists in handicapping that speediest of 
all agents, the private house-builder. 

When we have examined the programme 
further we may have other criticisms to 
make. But this I feel I can say on behalf 
of this great meeting and on behalf of the 
employers’ side of the organised building 
industry : We shall do our utmost to carry 
it out efficiently and to time. 


Challenge to Labour. 

I come to the wage uest from the 
operatives, which the employers’ side of 
the National Joint Council rejected last 
week. In the year which marks the 25th 
anniversary of the establishment of the 
National Joint .Council, which for a 
quarter of a century has maintained ce 
in the building industry, I think it is 
little less than tragic that we should have 
been forced to split so completely on the 
present wages claim. 

The statement which the National 
Federation issued after the declaration of 
the deadlock made the position of the em- 
ploying side of the industry perfectly 
clear. We cannot be a party to a bargain 
which would have the immediate effect of 
raising the cost of housing. Our view is 
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~ research-minded ; 


MR. E. J. SMITH, the new President of 
the National Federation of Building 
Trades Employers. 


that—unless offset by increased output— 
the increased cost would be £90 a house, 
the figure obtained from replies given by 
Mr. Bevan to questions in the House of 
Commons 

Mr. Coppock, without giving the evi- 
dence on which he bases his view, chal- 
lenges that figure, and says that the in- 
crease would be only £60. But even if 
he were right, how could we, at this time 
when the Labour Minister of Health him- 
self has said that as the building 
industry’s biggest customer he will not 
pay more for his houses, agree to raise 
costs by that amount? 

With a full sense of responsibility I 
say to the operatives and to the opera- 
tives’ leaders : ‘‘ It is up to you to guaran- 
tee, not to us but to the country, a return 
commensurate with the increase in wages 
which you received last year and for 
which you now ask.” 

Last. year we agreed to a substantial 
increase in wages on the understanding 
that it would be accompanied by an in- 
crease in output. That increase did not 
come. We dare not risk @ second dis- 
appointment, for it is not only our own 
solvency we should be gambling with if 
we did so, but the welfare of the com- 
munity. 

It is vital not only that the cost of build- 
ing should not increase but that it should 
be reduced. There are only three ways 
of doing it—by a reduction in the cost of 
materials, by improved management, and 
by an increased effort by the operatives. 


Bills Before. Parliament. 

We are threatened by legislation. We 
are busy fighting the Transport Bill and 
trying to get exclusion, or failing that 
concessions, for our industry. It is ridicu- 
lous that our lorries should be treated in 
the same way as trade delivery vans em- 
ployed by the retail trade. 

At the same time we are fighting the 
complicated Town and Country Planning 
Bill, the second reading of which took 
place yesterday. We have had it care- 
fully examined by an expert and hope soon 
to be able to tell our members just how 
it affects them. Onur first view is that the 
Bill will put up costs, and, because of 
uncertainties, cause delays at a time when 
speed is vital. Again, it is ridiculous that 
the builder who has bought for develop- 
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ment should, in most respécts, be treated 
like those who bought for investment, or 
even for speculation. 

Difficult Days Ahead. 

There are indeed difficult days ahead, 
What is certain is that in 1947 we must 
each one of us devote increasing attention 
to improving our organisation by the adop- 
tion of up-to-date methods. We must, 
where necessary, improve the standards of 
welfare on our sites; we must become more 
we must concentrate 
on making the National Apprenticeship 
Scheme—a scheme of which we may all be 
proud—a red] success;-and we must be 
loyal to the Federation to which we belong. 

During the period which lies ahead the 
most delicate negotiations will be taking 
place, and wholehearted loyalty from each 
and every one of our members is essential 
if your leaders are not to be seriously 
handicapped. Given such loyalty I have 
no doubt but that we shall win through. 


NEW OFFICE BEARERS 

Mr. E. J. Smith, of Cardiff, was unani- 
mously elected President for 1947; and the 
following were elected Vice-Presidents : 
Mr. F. M. Sleeman, of the South-Western 
Federation; Mr. Norman ley, 
Southern Counties Federation; Mr. J. 8. 
Galbraith, London Master Builders’ Asso- 
ciation; and Mr. R. O. Lloyd, O.B.E., 
Liverpool Federation. Mr. G. W. 
Buchanan, C.B.E., President of the 
Federation in 1945, was elected Honorary 


Treasurer. 
EMPLOYERS’ NEW 


PRESIDENT 


Me. E. J. Smitu, the new President of 
the National Federation of Building 
Trades Employers, is a former President 
of the South Wales Federation, an office 
which he held for three years at the be- 
ginning of the war. After holding the 
presidency of the Cardiff Association in 
1932 and 1935, he was elected President 
of the South Wales Federation in 1939, 
and because of his success in the office 
and his knowledge of Federation affairs 
he was re-elected in 1940 and again in 
1941 to cope with the many difficulties 
arising from the war. His is the only 
case in the history of the South Wales 
Federation in which a President has. held 
office for three years. nist ; 

Mr. Smith entered the building in- 
dustry as an apprentice in 1904. Twenty- 
one years later he founded the firm of 
E. J. Smith and Co., which he now 
directs. Among the notable-buildings-for 
which he has been responsible is the 
Pavilion at Penarth, one of the first build- 
ings carried out in decorative reinfo 
concrete, and the new sea wall and esplan- 
ade at Porthcawl. 

Mr. Smith has been Chairman of the 
Regional Joint Committee for eight years, 
pe until November last was Chairman of 


the Regional Joint Apprenticeship Com- 


mittee, which position h¢ then very re- 
luctantly felt compelled to resign in view 
of the ter duties which he would be 
undertaking this year. we 

He is Chairman of the Building <Ad- 
visory Committee at Cardiff Technical 
College, and a member of the National 
Joint Production Council. ‘ 

In proposing Mr. Smith’s election, Mr. 
Forsprke, the retiring President, said 
that nobody could be better fitted to 
occupy the position of President of the 
National Federation. Mr. Smith had been 
an active member of the Federation for 
over 20 years, during which time he had 
been a tower of strength to it. He could 
promise him that he would have the full 
support of all members in what was bound 
to be a very difficult year. 
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PRODUCTION FORUM 


“ Recognition Pay ’’ the Key to 


Production ? 
To rue Eprror or The Builder, 

Sm,—Since you first published Mr. Bur- 
gess’s scheme in November, 1945, I have 
been an interested follower of its develop- 
ment, and at the same time I have ex- 
plored various likely side-tracks and off- 
shoots, particularly in those avenues in 
which the quantity surveyor would have 
to administer and certify. I have not yet 
found cause to alter my first considered 
opinion that the scheme ag originally pub- 
lished would be unmanageable at the pay- 
out end by reason chiefly of the set-up of 
building contract administration and the 
complexities and cross-currents of building- 
trade labour, not to mention such im- 
ponderables as the man/machine ratio, as 
yet in its infancy as an on-site factor. Nor 
do I find anything in the scheme as now 
advanced and developed to alter that 
opinion ; the interim payment idea, offered 
as a bait without which it is felt that the 
operatives would not show interest, only 
complicates the issue and would be likely 
as often to cause trouble as to produce 
increased output. 

I have come to the conclusion that any 
apetems offering a production bonus within 

framework of general building practice 
as we know it in the South of England 
and so systematised as to give (a) a gwd 
pay-out and (6) a balanced eventual out- 
put, would be too top-heavy on the 
accountancy side to be of practical value in 
solving the B pacporex By employing the 
separate trades system of contracting, as 
used to be North-country practice, there 
would be a fair chance of applying a 
prompt trade-by-trade pay-out scheme of 
bonusing, particularly in simple building 
works of constantly repeating units such 
as housing; but to attempt an “‘ umbrella ”’ 
scheme to cover the multiplicity of opera- 
tions involving direct employees in many 
different trades and also distributors, sub- 
contractors, specialists, and the various 
intricacies of their co-operative effort, all 
partaking in a monthly share-out, would 
require more technical accountants than 
ps eho. besides an overpowering mass 

aper adjustments. 

suggest that we are all becoming too 
“* schedule-minded”’ in considering this 
kind of problem. Columns vertical and 
rulings horizontal are becoming a fetish, 
and juggling figures in and out of slots and 
boxes, separating and. segregating into 
various combinations and permutations, 
contorting by percentages up and down, 
sub-adjusting by divers codes and alpha- 
betical devices, dithering with datums, 
circumambulating under certified ‘‘ ceil- 
ings "’—all this has resulted in mass hyp- 
nosis and the illusion that out of this 
sort of thing we shall, if we struggle hard 
enough, find a system that will merit an 
exultant ‘* Eureka!” 

Let us rather get back to the human 
factor of the problem, and remember that 
we are dealing with men and not robots. 
Human nature und human endeavour as 
evidenced in the individual man is singnu- 
larly unresponsive to the ‘‘ law ” of figures ; 
the average man dots not exist, nor does 
the average building operation, much less 
the average combination of one with the 
other. I would suggest abandoning any 
idea of payment by results by direct 
measurements, either “‘as you go” or as 
profit-sharing. The whole gystem is top- 
heavy with figure jugglers who could be 
doing more productive jobs. 

It is surely time in this, the middle of 
the 20th century, to get rid of the old 
animosities and prejudices that have be- 
deviled the relationship between master 


and man ever since the industrial revolu- 
tion of a century ago. It is time for the 
trade union movement in the building in- 
dustry to grow up and to realise that cer- 
tain doctrines that once had their place in 
the fight for recognition are now outworn 
—for instance, the dogma that no man 
shall get a better return for his hour’s 
labour than another in the same trade. 
There is the core of the whole matter; 
there is the real answer to the output 
problem that is being obscured by all these 
paper schemes. Let us have by all means 
a basic level of wages and conditions cal- 
culated to give a proper standard -of sub- 
sistence consistent with the cost of living 
to every building operative, but above 
that let a man’s individual skill] and energy 
and initiative take its reward. To deny 
that is to set up an artificial barrier to pro- 
duction that, as we see in this very in- 
stance, requires a contortion of paper 
artifice to try to get over it. Nothing else 
will give the same result in production as 
** recognition pay,’”’ and no improvement 
will result, particularly in these times of 
full employment, until the unions have 
the courage to recognige that fact. 

Let the unions show that they have 
grown up; they have by now the measure 
of the bad employer. They have won 
recognition, but by still tilting at the old 
windmills t seem doubtful of their 
conquest. Why not make the present 
negotiations for wage increases a_ mile- 
stone in progressive negotiation by making 
it the first step in ‘‘ recognition pay ’? 

Give the operative the right to change 
his employer for a better grade, and the 
employer the right to expect better out- 
put from the two- and three-stripers, and 
healthy competition will do what any 
amount of paper juggling will ever fail to 
do. This, dovetailing in with competitive 
tendering for all big contracts would set 
the proper balance on both sides, and we 
should have good hopes of seeing a con- 
tented and prosperous industry, with pro- 
ee stepped up to a decent craftsman’s 
evel. 

What, fundamentally, is the objection to 
this? We have all, I suppose, a general 
idea of one or two of the platform points, 
not to mention the underlying prejudices, 
but I do not recall having seen them 
listed in bold print. Could we have in 
this Forum a statement by a responsible 
trade union leader setting down specific- 
ally what the objections are against recog- 
nition pay in the building industry? If 
we could see the objections coldly set 
down item by item we would be the better 
able to judge, on their merits, whether 
the meeting of these objections fairly and 
squarely would not be a more worth-while 
proposition than wallowing in yet another 
maze of ‘‘ paper contracting.” 

In the jargon of these times a sug- 
gestion is said to be ‘‘ unthinkable ’’ 
when in fact it is just the subject that is 
uppermost in many people’s thoughts. I 
have no doubt that recognition pay above 
the hourly rate is ‘‘unthinkable’’ to 
many who have been bred on the trade 
union doctrine of the bad old days. Is 
the time not therefore ripe to start think- 
ing seriously whether a climb down to the 
bottom step would not be the quicker way 
to get to the top eventually? 

Exeter. Srantey Hooxway, F.S.I. 


Planning at Ponders End. 

A master plan for the redevelopment 
of the Ponders End area is to be prepared 
for Enfield District Council by Mr. Frank 
Lee, the Council’s Engineer and Surveyor, 
in conjunction with a consultant who may 
be Mr. Louis de Soissons, A.R.A. 
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COMPENSATION FOR LAND 
DEVELOPMENT 


THE BILL APPROVED 
(FTER a two-day debate, the Town 
and Country Planning Bill was 
read a second time on January 30. 

The Bill was introduced by Mr. Stuxtn 
(Minister of Town and Country Planning) 
in a two-hour speech, following which a 
motion for rejection was moved by Mr. 
MANNINGHAM-BuLLER. A lively debate 
was wound up for the Government by 
Mr, Datton, following which the motion 
for rejection was defeated by 342 votes to 
150 and the Bill read a second time. 

In introducing the Bill, Mr. Smxw 
said that even without the damage and 
dislocation caused by the war a solution 
of the problem of town and country 
Laromcegy & would have been essential and 
urgent, but the vast amount of damage 
caused by enemy action, the grave dis- 
repair of so much property for lack of 
maintenance during the war, the gross 
overcrowding which to-day existed 
through our inability to build houses 
during the war, and the need for carry- 
ing out a planned policy of dispersal of 
industry and population from our con- 
gested towns had all combined to make 
a solution desperately urgent. Although 
many of our towns and cities were mak- 
ing valiant efforts to use the powers con- 
ferred upon them by the: Town and 
Country Planning Act of 1944 to carry 
out the redevelopment of their bombed 
areas, many bad hardly begun through 
fear of the burden of compensation, and 
hardly any had begun to think about the 
problem of their areas of bad layout 
and obsolete development, or blight, for 
the same reason. ‘ 

There was now full acceptance of the 
principle that planning was a function 
to be carried out over a wide area by a 
responsible authority, equipped with a 
fully qualified staff, and possessing the 
necessary’ financial’ resources. The 
Government therefore had had to con- 
sider the question whether the planning 
functions of existing authorities should 
be retained, or should be transferred in 
the case of the district councils to the 
county council, The -view of the Scott 
Committee was that normally the prim- 
ary local planning unit should be the 
county, or county borough and its sur- 
rounding area, or a combination of local 
government units comparable in area. 
resources, oF importance with a county. 
The Barlow report expressed a similar 
opinion. The Government had broadly 
accepted that view, and provision was 
made in the Bill accordingly. The result 
was that the number of planning autho- 
rities in England and Wales would be 
reduced from 1,441 to 145—roughly by 
nine-tenths. 


The City of London. 

The removal of planning powers from 
the Common Council of the Citv of 
London and from the councils of county 
districts was: not to be regarded as in 
any sense a penal measure. It implied 
no reflection on those bodies, many of 
whom had done most valuable pioneer- 
ing work in the field of planning. It 
was simply that co-ordinated planning 
over wide areas could not be adequately 
achieved with the present distribution of 
planning functions. Speaking of the 
special position of the Corporation of the 
City of London, he said that nobody— 
least of all himself who had earned his 
livelihood in the City for over 25 years— 
would wish to hurt the susceptibilities 
of that historic and important authority. 
The City held, as he had told them, 2 
unique position in the financial and com- 
inercial life of this country. Neverthe- 
less, situated as it was in the centre ot 
the County of London, and forming an 
integral. part of its administration, its 
status as a separate and independent 
planning authority preparing a plan for 
its own sqoere mile was anomalous and 
indefensible. He hoped the Corporation 
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uld, on reflection, recognise that in 
this matter-the wider interests of Lon- 
don as a whole ought to prevail. 

ointing eut the defects in the exist- 
planning machinery, he said that 
one defect was that the making of a 
janning scheme was @ —— 
and elaborate process, and that planning 
was regarded as static—a scheme once 
made could only be amended by revok- 
‘no it and making an entirely fresh 
scheme. It normally took some four or 
five years at the least, and involved a 
number of public local inquiries, before 
g scheme came into operation. And to 
amend it involved a similar process. 
What was wanted, said the Uthwatt Re- 
port, was “* somehing which is simple, 
more expeditious, and more positive in 
character.” That defect was, he hoped, 
remedied in the Bill. : 

The Mimister then outlined the 
provisions of the Bill in detail. Dealing 
with Part V, the part of the Bill relating 
to development charges, Mr. Silkin 
said: “I shall be asked what will be 
the position of a builder desirous of 
acquiring land and building houses on 
it for sale, or of a person wanting to 
build a house for his own occupation. 
Will they not suffer, and will develop- 
ment, therefore, be discouraged? A 
developer will, when the Bill becomes 
law, acquire his land at the existing "1se 
value; this will, of course, be lower than 
to-day’s market price. He will then, on 
getting consent to build from the local 
authority, negotiate the development 
charge with the Central Land Board. 
This charge will be a sum which will 
not exceed the actual development 
value. In other words, he will pay for 
his land, and for the right to build, an 
aggregate sum which will not exceed, and 
may well be substantially less than, 
today's market price. He cannot, there- 
fore, be worse off; he may be better off. 
Moreover, the reputable builder does not 
normally look for his profits to the sale 
of land; he expects to make a profit out 
of his building operations, and this he 
will still be e to do when the Bill 
pecomes law. In so far as he does look 
to making his profits out of the sale of 
land, this is a practice which I regard as 
undesirable, and no harm will come to 
the community if it is no longer 
possible.” : 

Mr. SitKIn concluded: “I propose in 
due course to lay before the House a 
statement of the general —- upon 
which the Central Land Board will act, 
and it will be open to the House to 
discuss them. I regard the board as in 
exactly the same position as an owner 
of land who is negotiating a building 
lease to an intending developer. The 
tent is fixed by agreement according to 
the circumstances prevailing at the 
time. It will be an instruction to the 
board not to hinder development by the 
imposition of charges which are too high 
nor, on the other hand, to surrender an 
part of the development charge which 
they can secure and which ex hypothest 
belongs to the community. I am sure 
this flexibility is right, it would be a 
great mistake to provide in the Bill for 
a fixed percentage applicable to all 
circumstances which could only be 
varied by Act of Parliament.” 


The Debate. 

In the debate which followed, Mr. W. S. 
Morrison said that the right use of the limited 
land in this country was the desire of all 
members, but the Minister had gone too far 
in the direction of vagueness. Agriculture, 
industry and housing would all be affected to their 
detriment. Also the Minister should have done 
something to preserve the status of the smaller 
authorities on the joint committees. Another 
objection was that 1939 prices were to be paid 
for land acquired. 

Mr. Monson welcomed the fact that the 
Minister had had the courage to introduce a 
code and not: merely amend existing legislation. 
While a measure of this type was necessary and 
the planning clauses sound, the betterment pro- 
visions were too vague and gave no guarantee 
against unfair discrimination. The figure for 
compensation. had not been justified, and con- 
inuation in time of peace of the compulsory 
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acquisition of land at 1939 prices was both 
illogical and unfair. 

Mr. AssHeton suggested the City of London 
had been treated very unworthily in this re- 

. Great difficulties and delay would ensue. 

e did not know whether the County Council 
would accept the plan which was almost com- 
plete. It might mean their going back to the 
start, and those in the City pressed _by lack of 
accommodation felt great anxiety. Why was it 
that West Ham was fit a planning 
authority and yet the City of London, with all 
its traditions, was not? 

Mr. Gammans said that the Bill was untimely, 
unfair, and unworkable, and its resulis un- 
eo. It would discourage enterprise and 

the machine with more officials, whose cost 
had to be borne by the decreasing proportion of 
the population which was producing. 

Moving the rejection, Mz. MannincHaM-BULLER 
said he feared that under the Bill far more 
land would be “~~ kO than was likely to 
be required. The Bill provided that a farmer 
who built a cottage for a farm worker or 
a wing to his house or built himself a new 
renee would be liable to a new development 

X. 


Mr. Marsnat, (Parliamentary Secretary, 
M.O.T.C.P.) said that we had been brought 
up with a jolt against the fact that this country 
was small and that development for another 
25 years similar to that which taken place 
during the last 30 years would render the 
problem insoluble and unmanageable. It would 
take years to rectify the harm done, and it 
would impose upon the country a terrific cost. 
Unless the central Government and local authori- 
ties were invested with powers we could say 
i -bye”’ to the idea of a better Britain 
so far as physical planning was concerned. 


War-damaged Houses. 


In winding up the debate, Mr. Datton 
referred to development charges under 
Clauses 52 and 75, and said the rebuilding 
of war-da ed premises did not attract 
the developmerit charge. It was not the 
case under Clause 75 that dead ripe land 
was subject to development charge. Both 
cases fell free. He had been asked also 
about the 1939 standards. It was the 
case that those standards were adopted 
—following the recommendation of the 
Uthwatt Committee—in Part II of the 
Town and Country Planning Act of 1944. 
It was made clear in the debate on that 
Act that 1949 would be a good date for 
reconsideration, though the conditions 
then could ‘not be foreseen in 1944. 
Clearly the five-year period would be an 
experimental one, in which the 1939 
standard would bé maintained and 
thereafter would be subject to considera- 
tion. It was only a little more than half 
way through this period, and it appeared 
to the Government it would be too early 
to go back on this project. 

On the other hand, certain other 
matters hinged on this, particularly the 
escalation of the value payment for war 
damage which he had undertaken with a 
view to a recommendation being made 
on what escalation ought to be paid, and 
this would be an escalation over the 1939 
standard. Last month he asked Sir 
Trustram Eve to make, as a matter of 
urgency, a report on the whole question 
of escalation, and he was hopeful to be 
able to make a statement to the House— 
but he was dependent on the War 
Damage ission—arising out of any 
recommendation which might be made, 
before the Committee stage was con- 
cluded. When he had the report the 
Government would look at the situation 
affected by it. He made no commitment, 
but in Committee stage there might be 
a case for some amendment. The 
Government would listen to any argu- 
ments adduced when it was possible to 
put before the country a declaration of 
what the Government intended to do in 
thé matter of escalation. 

Land values were being substantially 
deflated by the Bill, to the extent that 
any element of value reflecting change 
in the use of land was being eliminated. 
This sort of land speculation would be 
stopped for ever. The value of land from 
now on would be determined solely by 
its existing use. The question arose 
whether in these conditions it was worth 
while penning the taxation of land 
values. The Minister of Health and he 
were studying this problem. 
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THE NEW PLANNING BILL 


HOUSING CENTRE TALK 


Sarient features of the Town and 
Country Planning Bill, 1947, were dis- 
cussed by Mr. F. J. Oszponn when he 
addressed a lunch-time meeting of the 
Town and Country Planning Association 
at the Planning Centre, 28, King-street, 
London, recently. 

After outlining the existing law con- 
cerning interim development, the speaker 
went on; The new Bull sweeps away the 
whole conception of fixed and binding 
local schemes. Instead there is to be a 
broad Development Plan over a consider- 
ably larger area. The County and County 
Borough Councils become the primary’ 
planning authorities, and where necessary 
they may be combined into Joint Boards. 
Plenty is left for the minor authorities to 
do. Anything except the preparation of 
the Development Plan may be delegated 
to them; they may, for instance, deal 
with the applications for consent to de- 
velop; and they may prepare the detailed 
layout plans within the terms of the De- 
velopment Plan. At all stages they must 
be consulted. I am always in favour of 
any local government function being 
exercised by the smallest unit that is 
genuinely capable of exercising it. But 
capacity is essential, and no pressure 
should induce the Minister to permit dele- 
gation in excess of true capacity. 

Concurrently, the Bill abolishes the 
owner’s right to develop his land. De- 
velopment is defined to include (with 
minor exceptions) any addition to build- 
ings, any rebuilding, and any change of 
use. Express consent has to be obtained 
for any act of development. In consider- 
ing its consent, the approving authority 
will be guided by the Development Plan. 
Obviously, if minor authorities are to 
give the consents, it is essential that they 


shall be advised by planning officers of 
the County Councils or Joint rds, who 
must retain some suzerainty over the 
local decisions. Otherwise the plasticit 


of the system will open the door to w 
consents and deterioration of standards. 

The compensation-betterment provisions 
of the Bill are bound up with the provi- 
sions for cancellation of the private rights 
of development and the uirement of 
an express consent to develop in each 
case. In common law and under the 
Planning Acts no one is entitled to com- 
pensation for restriction of a right he 
has not exercised. By common sense and 
sentiment, however, there is a good claim 
to compensation. The Bill meets this by 
providing a sum of £300,000,000 to be 
divided out among all owners whose land 
will be substantially depreciated in value 
by the cancellation of their right to de- 
velop. That amount will, as the Uthwatt 
Report recommended, be paid once for 
all, and written off over 20 years on the 
National Budget. It does not enter into 
any future balance sheet of planning: 
and this, I think, is one of the wisest of 
the controversial things in the Bill. 

But though no attempt is made to 
equate the payment of compensation with 
the collection of betterment, the payment 
to owners of this big sum of ,000,000 
will make every taxpayer desire that the 
State should collect anything it conveni- 
ently and fairly can from the owners who 
benefit by shifts of value. 

Here, however, I want to discriminate 
between our interest as planners and our 
interest as citizens. To planners the vital 
thing is that it shall be made possible to 
apply any necessary limitations to the use 
of land in development or redevelopment. 
Planning must not be thwarted by the 
inability of the planning agency, whatever 
it is, to compensate people whose pro- 





174 


rty is depreciated in value by planning. 
We are certain that good planning pays 
the nation. Coupled with the increased 
efficiency of development under planning, 
it may well be that the State will, in the 
long run, recover the equivalent of its 
£300,000,000, andthe compensation that 
will have to be paid for reductions of 
density in built-up areas. 

But it is by no means essential that it 
shall do so within the revenue from de- 
velopment changes and profits on public 
estate ownership. In the absence of the 
Uthwatt Levy many owners will gain 
enormously by shifts of population and 
trade caused te planning (as well as by 
more accidental events).. Some of this 
unearned extra income will come back to 
‘the Treasury in income-tax, surtax and 
death duties. In fact, the whole balance- 
sheet of planning is so inextricably mixed 
with the national balance-sheet as a whole 
that the subject passes beyond the con- 
cern of planners as such. Both the cost 
of planning and its returns have now, 
praise be to Mr. Silkin and Mr. Dalton, 
gone into the National Budget. Neither, 
I am sure, will we ever have cause to 
regret it. 

or this reason I do not think the 
Association will find it necessary to enter 
much into the coming controversy about 
the £300,000,000, or the method of its 
allocation or the formula to be adopted 
in the collection of development charges. 
I feel, however, that we have a responsi- 
bility. for reasserting the principle that 
the compensation should be adequate and 
fairly distributed. The same is true of 
compensation for any reduction of pri- 
vately-owned values caused by reductions 
of density in built-up areas, which under 
the Bill are to be repaid to local authori- 
ties by the Central Land Board. 

As an advocate of Dispersal, I shall not 
be accused of under-estimating the extent 
to which outward movement is needed to 
put our cities right internally. My highest 
estimate of the orenpill *» has been 
5,000,000 people. At ten persons an acre 
for dil purposes of living, work and play, 
that represents a need for 500,000 further 
acres of undeveloped land. Much larger 
areas had some markét value as buildin 
land, however. How far the State shoul 
admit a value that could never have 
materialised must: be a matter of political 
judgment. I feel that, including redevelop- 
ment~ rights on land already in use, 
£300,000,000 must be a very liberal esti- 
mate of the potential realisable value. 


Welcome New Powers. 
Planners must welcome the new powers 
for positive planning in the Bill. Within 
the county Development Plan—which 
will define the limits of towns, the areas 
to be retained for farming, the main com- 
munications, and the land needed for the 
eM there or to be added—land to 
e developed in the immediate future will 
be defined. If the owner can’t or won’t 
develop on the lines desirable, his land 
can be acquired, and either developed by 
a local authority, or leased to a private 
developer. I hope use will be made of 
promotion by leasing, because I think in 
the highly-socialised state we are evolv- 
ing we ought to try out every possible 
way of encouraging group-initiative and 
persona! enterprise, with all the freedom 
we can give it within the limits set by 
social necessity. But where a public 
authority does the development, it is 
important that it should have freedom to 
do it in the most advantageous way. In 
fact, my bias is for as many agencies as 
possible, all limited only by the essentials 
of a good plan, and emulating or compet- 
ing in method and efficiency. 
e reservation of a special position 
for the Board of Trade in planning needs 
looking at. The Board is taking on a 
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very big and important job in directing 
industries to certain places. Certainly it 
is the Board’s function to advise or in- 
fluence the individual firm. But I am 
strongly of the opinion that it is the 
Ministry of Planning’s function to adjust 
the amount of industry in a town or 
region to the population to be planned 
for there. Unemployment is only one 
factor in the problem. Size of towns, 
density, [ anitpexpe considerations, and 
social and strategic considerations are just 
as vital. We shall not get good planning 
if the Board can direct industry to any 
point where at the moment there are 
available workers. The machinery is 
setting into a. workable policy, but the 
principles of planning should be reflected 
in the system. 


AMENITIES IN BRICKYARDS 
SUGGESTIONS FOR IMPROVEMENTS 


Tue Report of the Committee on Ameni- 
ties in the Brick Industry was published 
for the Ministry of Works by H.M. 
Stationery Office on Monday, February 3, 
price 3d. 

The Committee was appointed, with Sir 
Wilfrid Garrett as chairman, by Mr. 
George Tomlinson, M.P., Minister of 
Works, in March, 1946, to consider and 
report upon measures that might be taken 
to make the industry more attractive to 
recruits. Wages and terms of employment 
were excluded from the terms of refer- 
ence, as falling within the scope of the 
negotiating machinery already established 
for the industry. 

It is emphasised in the Report that 
since 1939 great progress has been made 
by industry generally in modernisation, 
mechanisation, provision of amenities for 
the workers, and personnel management. 
For the greater part of the war-time 
period in which these advances were made 
the brick industry was “ concentrated,”’ 
and many works were closed. Inevitably, 
when brickworks reopened after the war, 
working conditions in many of them com- 
pared unfavourably with those now ruling 
in industry, and it has been difficult, under 
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prevailing’ circumstances, even to repair 
the deteriorations of the war-time year, 
The Committee states that brick-making 
must always require a strong and virile 
worker, that some wet and dirty jobs will 
remain to be done even after mechaniss- 
tion, and that in the smaller and remoter 
works—there ‘are estimated to be over 
1,000 brickworks employing less than 
men, and 450 employing less than 20—it 
will: not be possible to provide as high a 
standard of amenity as in large works in 
urban areas. 


Plant and Equipment. 

Mechanisation should be encouraged 
throughout, recommends the Committee, 
particularly in ee: Fg and in trans. 
porting bricks to kilns. he use of the 
automatic pick-up trolley should be ex. 
tended. Roads and tracks within the 
works should have surfaces of concrete or 
steel and curves suitably radiused. Where 
hand-barrows are still used the best design 
of barrow and methods of barrow loading 
should be studied. 

Where possible, seats should be pr- 
vided, even if this would mean modifying 
the brickamaking processes. Kiln workers 
need increased protection at their job— 
the ideal should be covered ways from the 
presses to the kilns, including the space 
above the kilns. This should be required 
in all new brickworks. Alternatively, 
covered wagons might be used to trans. 
port the bricks to the kilns and a hut pro- 
vided for the kiln worker at the kiln 
mouth. 

The workers in the clay pits should be 
given protective clothing—rubber boots 
and donkey jackets—and a shelter hut with 
some arrangement for heating and clothes 
drying and the essential equipment for 
meals. 

Apart from some of the larger works 
where conditions are good, the Committee 
considers sanitary and washing facilities 
in brickworks to be below the standard 
now expected and, in fact, ‘‘one of the 
black spots of the’ industry.”” A water- 
borne sanitation system should be pro- 
vided in all works except isolated brick- 
yards employing less than 50 men, where 
it should still be possible to provide quite 
good accommodation by dry or chemical 
closets. 

It is recognised that the Factories Act, 
1937, now requires better washing facili- 
ties than those laid down in the Clay 
Works Welfare Order, 1932. The Com- 
mittee recommends a standard of at least 
one wash basin, or 2 ft. of trough for 
every ten workers up to the first 50. In 
all cases, hot and cold water should be 
readily available, with soap and towels. 
The present ration of soap to the workers 
in the brick industry should be increased 
as soon as possible. Every opportunity 
should be taken to instal baths, though 
the Committee does not recommend that 
this should be compulsory. 

It is desirable that kiln workers and men 
employed in clay-getting should be given 
rotective clothing, and it would have a 

neficial effect on the status of the indus- 


try if all workers were provided with over- 
alls 


Ree 
om- 
mittee considers that the powers in this 
respect already in the hands of the Chief 
Inspector of Factories should be extended 
to cover all works. 


Medical supervision is already in 
tice in the larger works, and the 


Canteens and Messrooms. 

All brickworks employing over 250 per- 
sons are at present required to provide 
canteen supplying hot meals. e Com- 
mittee recommends that a canteen with 
some provision for the supply of meals or 


(Concluded on page 178) 
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ORDNANCE FACTORY. Covering 200 acres in West Cumberland. Completed 
in 15 months. Civil Engineering work by this Firm amounted to 1} million pounds. 


JOHN LAING & SON LTD 


BUILDING AND ENGINEERING CONTRACTORS 
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RATES OF WAGES IN THE BUILDING TRADE 


AS FROM 2nd OCTOBER, 1946. 
(Every endeavour is made to ensure accuracy, but we cannot be responsible for errors) 


KEY TO SCHEDULE OF GRADE RATES. 
Al A2 A3 
2/54 2/5 2/44 
1/112 it 1/11 








Longton 


Al — County of .... : 
‘ ‘a uthampton A 
Ei TLD. vores: a . — ae = 


Glossop 


Malvern U.D. 
Manchester .. 


Carlisle 
Carmarthenshire, Cnty. of iA 
Carnarvonshire, Cnty. of om Grays U.D.C. Area A 
»» North of, to Billericay Al 
Great Yarmouth Al 
¥ y Grimsby 
AMMADY ..cccccccccccescecA , Guildford District 
‘Aylsham < a : Guilsborough 
Guiseley 
Halesowen M.B. Middlesbrough 
Middleton 
Middlewich 


Barry 
Basford R.D. (exc. oe 
let aan A2). + 


Newcastle-under-Lyme .... 
Hemel Sompeued New Forest District 
Henley-on- N ket 





Eastbourne A 
E. Glam. (Mon. Val.) bevded 
East Grinstead District . 


-A2 
A 
.-A 
A2 
A3 
A 


we 








--A2 


* For Birkenhead Liverpool, and London the rates are :—Craftsmen, 2s. 7}d. ; Labourers, 2s. 14d. In the case of London the rate beyond the 12-mile 
radius is :—Craftsmen, 2s. 7d. ; Labourers, 2s. 1d. 
+ Plus 2d. per working day. 
} ‘This is the County rate and applies except where higher grades are stated. 
Nots. Joiners and Plumbers in all towns and districts receive 2d. per day Tool Allowances. 
<i Garith theseghont he cvaatey Ge eile of wages Mis wean enquged te caah peserenee & bs. 94. gee None, Women introduced 
than craft processes, 1s. 53d. per 
Js dice Seats Aig ka adildeipi teak 
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PRICES CURRENT OF MATERIALS* 


NOTE.—These prices apply to large quantities of materials at works at London stations, or site, in London area as stated. Prices 
for smaller quantities ex merchant’s warehouse will of course be higher. Owing to the exceptional circumstances which prevail at 
the present time, prices of materials should be confirmed by inquiry. The prices of soft woods are for cash on delivery. 


IMPORTANT.—It is expected that, in view of the increased railway rates which took effect on July |, there will be advances in the 
cost price of certain building materials. 


BRICKS, &c. CAST STONE. PLASTER. 


Delivered in London area in full van loads, per ft. £28 4, 
cube : Plain, 10s. ; Moulded, 12s. . 6d. Coarse, Pink 4 5 0 Sirapite, Coarse 
5 Small section cills and copings, 15s. » White 416 6 as Finish 
All loaded free into lorry at the works. ‘The question Pioneer A Alig 
of haulage is still ba difficult and prices must be SAND. Above prices a ion ok oot we es rar 
obtained from job to job. : 1h Thames Ballast . 6d. : Lias Lime 3 7 6 Chalk Lime 
Certain Sites in Pit Ballast - 10s. 9d. delivered GraniteChippings2 8 0 Hair per cwt. 
MS. ee . ns — OTE.—Sacks are charged Is. 9d. each, ‘and credited 
ai ao Phorpres. pre ; me ag a 13s. Od. Padding- “ie if returned in good condition three 
discount o only ,000. 000. . 3d. ton. a 
monthly accourt. s. d. s. P 10s. 9d. lots ot calle Saper ie egies le 


ue Delivered at London rate stations in fall truck loads 
Best British Portland Canam. 
tion, delivered London area. . d.| of not less than 6 tons 
6 ton loads and upwards site 
1 to 6 tons site 18 0 
In paper bags or non-returnable jute sacks 

a net per he of eg ot te 
“ Ferrocrete” Rapi ardening Cement ¥ 
6 ton loads and upwards site AY bag tay thesia made 

i 

In paper bags 7s. per ton extra. Norte.—Breakage in transit, purchasers’ responsibility. 
“ Aquacrete ” we sare ae 5 af [6 HARD WOOD. 
A per ton on ordinary “Blue Circle 1 INCH AND UP THICK. 
D ble Headers . 35 10 prices. In paper bags 7s. per ton extra. Average price for prime quality. 


Rapid Hardening ” Colorcrete” in 6-ton ae 

Qu af ca fois onc edt ov lows Dry English Wainscot Billets .. 16 0 

ere Flats 36 10 0 as popaees bags 7s. per ton extra. Dry Slavonian Billet Wainscot 17 0 
sansa Fl ~ £2 per 1, “ Colorcrete ” not rapid-hardening, accord- Dry Cuba Mahogany logs .... 21 
and £2 Peon over white. Other colours. Hard to" 390/6 pet ont ton lots —_ ae Square-edged Honduras 7 aia 

Glaze, £5 10s. extra over white. Gincludi Paper Fogg rding Mahogan: 


White Portland Cement 
PARTITION SLABS. . = 
Deis ; Leméon Ame. “417” Cement (Ultra Rapid Hardening) 


akae hyry hee ete Delivered Site London Area in 6 ton lots 


Keyed we 

ot) eee 

Whites 

eg Hin Peed ee. agen Oe). +-- 
linose (London S 


Blue’ Wire ‘Cuts (London Stns. 
Best Stourbridge bi nam reo Stns.) :-— 


BEER. overves 13 36 
GLazeD Bricks (London _ xd Fin aha 334% a arg 


ar 


cooo af awofooococo® 
Seneconannconoannocoo 


In paper bags 7s. per ton extra. 
Super Cement (Waterproof), bags extra .. 4 8 
Cullamix Tyrolean Finish . £7 9 Oto 9 2 a0 
(1 ton lots and upwards, including cost of Best G a ... per cwt. 
Paper Bags.) iqui per gallon 


” 84 ; “ 
£ d. £64 
Half blocks add 2s. per yard super to above prices. taciealt = 16 0 Keen's Cement, White 7 0 6 SOFT WOOD. 


London Brick Company. and up 
Loads. Keyed. ‘ 


Minimum Lorry 
od per yd. sup. 120 yds. 


” ” 








A Pwwnye 
-ru00 


” ” 


Parian Cement..7 10 6 ee va MERCHANTABLE BriTisH COLUMBIAN. i 
Minimum. Maximum. 


SLATES. Scantlings in imp £s 4d £84 


2in. by 3in. b Te Oe 
First Lan pe slates from Penrhyn or Portmadoc, | ee oe i by D BOARDS. 
paid in a Il truck loads to London Rate Station. PRIME Pre A COLUMBIAN Pre. 
Per 1, actual d. oy 10 £s. d. P 
be eoce 


E 18 by 9 in. in. 
fp 4 BEES by 4 6 by 10 . Lie ey ota, } 
Per yard super d/d. Free on site, London. 20by 10 .... 11 es 1 in. plain edge flooring 
Plus 2d. for smooth one side, and 4d. for smooth | Note : Breakage in transit, purchasers’ responsibility. 13 in. ditto 
both sides. 1 in. tongued and grooved 
STONE. Ib in. ditto «+ ETCHING 
BaTH STONE.—Deiivered in railway trucks at ; , 
Westbourne Park, Paddington, G.W.R., or 
South Lambeth, G.W.R., per ft. cube .... a 2 
. STONE— cape poy ao oer Pi ave ‘ bk eos 
ree on at Seaton Station per ft. c UMBERS’ RASS 
Delivered free on rail Nine Elms, S.R. ,, PL or ny in a 
Selected tyra size one way, Id. per M.O.H. 
cubic ft. selected approximately . CrutcH HEAD, FoR IRON. 
three sizes or for special’ work, 3d. per ae 2 in. 96 /- doz. 
Sarre oe ; : 7 TOILET Cocxs son. Inon. 
PORTLAND STONE— 
Brown Whitbed, in random blocks of 20 ft. 


desta 3 2 e per yd. sup. 4 
23” pa 3 


Chaceinens 
ah fad 4m ye oe 
Size 12 x 
a et ee 
swabeg >a 


as 


ow BwWwWN 
= meOO wh 


Ssasar 











ia 
on 


Sas 
coouwP 


St ner 
Torr + 
ae"3 





ey 
g 


I PY care 
BALL VALVES. 
ijin. 14 in. 
30 -- 442 |- per doz. 
i 34 in. 4 in. 
80 /— 100/—per doz. 
SLEEVES. 


ae 


3 
or 


“ . per ft. abs extra for every ft. 
over 20 ft. average and 4d. beyond 30 ft. 


Hopron-Woop 
Derbyshire. 


F.O.R. Quarries, Wirksworth, 
Random blocks from 10ft. and over p.ft.cb. 
Sawn two sides 26 
Sawn three or four sides 
York Stone, BLuE—Robin Hood Quality. 
Delivered at any Goods Station, London. 
6 in. sawn two sides landings to sizes (under 
30 ft. super) per 
6 in. rubbed two sides, ditto * 
3i , sawn a sides slabs (ran- 
lom sizes , 
aie okie. sain one — slabs D ; 2/10 per ex. — Plumbers’ 
random sizes) (paving a - s 
14 in. to 2 in. ditto s as 4 Bh 1 hy es Basis. 
Harp Youx— : Above photo shows two pairs of a range of King Basis prices a ject to extes: 
sees = oo _—. Sliding Doors, erected at a large modern factory. * The information given on this page has beeo 
6in. sawn two sides landings to sizes (under Note particularly extreme height and heavy con- | . cially compiled for THE Bumper, and is copyright. 
40 ft. super) igs ft. super struction, All over the country leading firms have The pnd in = list is to give, as far as hossibie, 
6 in. edibed | two sides, ditto . peepee por Berma4 pene ag found them to give | Zyerage prices of materials, not necessarily the highest 
or lowest. Quality and quantity obviou affect 


4 in. sawn two sides slabs (random 

sizes) 5.4 G FE O. W. K j N G LT D. prices—a fact which should be remembered by thos 
3 in. ditto i who make use of this information. Prices are subject 
2 in. self-faced random flags per yd. ‘super aot <€ as HERT to 2} per cent. cash discount. 
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HIGH-CLASS JOINERY wo PRECISION WOODWORK 


EVERITT RD. CHASE RD. NORTH ACTON, N.W.10 
Telephone: ELGAR 5411 (4 lines). 
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“11 LIQUID ASPHALTIC PROOFING 


be Pe} 
<ouee 


COLD - APPLIED 


Brushed on straight from the 
container (no heating required), 
“AQUASEAL” gives ANY TYPE OF 
ROOF complete resistance te water. 
The cost is low fer skilled labour 
is not necessary and “ AQUASEAL ” 
is lasting against all weathers. 








Write for BOOKLET U196 


BERRY WIGGINS & CO. LTD. 


86 Strand, London, W.C.2 


Tel.: TiMple Ber 0801. 
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BUILDING TRADES’ WAGES 


DISPUTE 


ARBITRATION REQUESTED 

Tue National Joint Council for the 
Building Industry, which met again on 
Tuesday, failed to find a solution of the 
deadlock over the workers’ claim for 6d. 
an hour increase for craftsmen and 9d. an 
hour for labourers, and it was decided to 
report their failure on these two points to 
the Minister of Labour according to the 
rules of the national arbitration machin- 
ery. The men’s claim, which also dealt 
with a number of other matters, was pre- 
viously discussed on January 22, when the 
deadlock of the two main points was 
referred to a special committee which was 
given the task of trying to arrive at a 
solution in. consultation with the execu- 
tives on both sides. Under the constitu- 
tion of the council, such a committee has 
to report within a month, but in this case 
it was agreed to speed up the negotiations, 
and less than a fortnight had elapsed 
when the committee reported on Tuesday 
that, after examining the position, they 
were unable to find a means of settlement. 
The full council also failed again to agree. 


AMENITIES FOR BRICKYARDS 


(Continued from page 174) 

hot drinks should be made compulsory 
for brickworks employing more than 50 
persons. In all works employing less than 
50 persons a messroom should be avail- 
able. Many of the existing messrooms 
were found to be cold, bleak and un- 
comfortable. Workers may need to be en- 
couraged to make use of canteens, even 
when the standard is high. In the best 
works, the number of workers taking a 
full mid-day meal at the canteen rarely 
exceeded 30 per cent. of the personnel. 

The Committee states that past experi- 
ence shows that the mere provision of 
facilities is not enough; lack of mainten- 
ance or supervision of them will result in 
rapid deterioration of the amenities pro- 
vided. Such a is a res os 
of management—as much so as the produc- 
tion of bricks themselves. Some named 
‘saggeer or persons in each works should 

responsible for the supervision and 
maintenance of the various worker ameni- 
ties recommended in the Report. 

The attention given personnel manage- 
ment in industry generally has increased 
tremendously since 1939. The brick indus- 
try must fall into line in this respect. In 
all but the smallest works, the manager 
will be so burdened by his production 
responsibilities as to be unable to under- 
take these duties himself, but he can 
never be relieved of the responsibility for 
seeing that this aspect of management re- 
ceives full attention. The Committee 
suggests that the recommendations it 
has made (except in regard to plant and 
equipment) should ‘be brought to the 
notice of the appropriate Ministers with a 
view to their application at as early a date 
as possible. It is recognised that many 
of the recommendations made will involve 
considerable capital outlay, and considera- 
tion should therefore be given to the de- 
sirability of assisting financially those 
brickmakers who, after investigation, are 
found to be unable to raise the necessary 
capital. 


Resignations and an Appointment. 

The pangnatione of Mr. B. E. Elford 
and Mr. E. Carter from the board of 
Messrs. Gadiag and Co., Ltd., Poole, are 
announced. The positions on the board 
held by Mr. Elford are now taken over 
by Mr. Cyril Carter. 
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INCREASED PRICE OF PUTTY. 


Consequent on an increase in price of i 
taminated linseed oil from to 
£191 10s. per ton, the prices of all a 
made from contaminated linseed oil de- 
livered on and after Monday, February 3, 
will be advanced by £11 per ton. 











FUTURE CONSTRUCTION 
CONTRACTS OPEN 


For some contracts still open but not in- 
cluded in this list, see previous issues. Those 
with an asterisk are advertised in this number. 
The dates at the heads of Daragraphs are those 
for the submission of tenders; a dagger (t) 
denotes closing date for applications; the name 
and address at the end refer the person 
{rom whom particulars may be obtained. 


BUILDING 


FEBRUARY 11. 

+Consett U.D.C.—76 houses at Medomsby. J. 
Eltringham, Architect, Derwent-st., Blackhill. 
Tenders by March 11. 

FEBRUARY 12. 

+Felixstowe U.D.C.—10 pairs of pases at 

west side of Grange-rd. C. Dep. £2 
FEBRUARY 14. 

*Audenshaw U.D.C.—Conversion of dwelling- 
house into flats. E. and §., Ryecroft Hall, 
Audenshaw, nr. Fn ag 

EBRUARY 1 

Bradfield R.D. On pairs 4 houses at Streat- 
ley. W. Jones, C. Dep. 

tEast Lothian 6.0. 168 nt at 3 sites. 
County A., County-bldgs., Haddington. 

*Felixstowe U.D.C.— 0 pairs of houses, 
R. W. Harvey, C. Dep. £2 2s. 

Runcorn U.D.C.—32 houses at Halton-rd. and 
18 at Lambsickle-la A. B. Cuningham, M.Inst. 
M. &Cy.E., E. and 8. Dep. £2 2s. 

Skipton R.D.C.—8 houses. at Dalaines site, 
East-la., Embsay. E. and 8S. Dep. £2 2s. 

FEBRUARY 17. 

t*Barking T.C.—360 flats in 11 blocks and 8 
houses at Longbridge-rd. C. C. Shaw (F.). 
Boro’ A. 

Brighton C.B.—4 pairs of houses at Holling- 
bury estate. P. J. Howe, B.E. and S. Dep. 
£2 2s. 


Grange-rd. 
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Burgess mie uU. pel houses at West Ratt 
estate. F. E. R. Hogg, E. and S. Pee. £2 

+Chatteris U.D.C.—40 houses at oy rd. 
to West-st. site. §S. Hipwell, 19, New-rd., 
Chatteris. Dep. £2 2s. Tenders by March 11. 

Harrow U.D.C.—14 houses at Voodlands 
estate, Basics. E. & 8. Dep. £2 

t*Hornse' onneey & B. tr flats at North Hill Bigh- 
ante B. 


° B.—Work in various trades for 
completion of Dalton County Primary school, 
a ave. E. Architect, Education Offices, 
eel-st. 

+*Kingston-on-Thames T.C 
Cambridge Homes site, Cambridge-rd. 
io.-¢ £2 2s. Tenders by March 10. 

Leeds T.C.—One pair of staff cottages at 
Ooh ti ae > School. R. A. H. Livett, 
City A. Dep. £2 2s. 

London County Council. 1.—Reconstruction of 
Surrey Lock Bridge. Deputy Chief E. Dep. 210. 

Newcastle-on-Tyne T.C.—Alterations and addi- 
tions to administrative block at City Mental 
-—o Coxlodge. City A. 

Norfolk Standing Joint Committee.—6 police 
houses at 6 sites. County A. 

States of Guernsey.—12 houses at Grand 
Buuet, St. Peter Port. E. T. Lainé, States’ Kn- 
yineer, States Office, Guernsey. Dep. 21. 

Tadcaster R.D.C.—12 pairs of Airey houses 
with outbuildings, drains, fences and paths, 
road preparation apd drainage at Five-la., Ends. 
Ulleskelf. Anthony Steel and Owen "(AA.). 
Cogan-chbrs., [eet la., Kingston-upon- 


Hull. Dep. 

*Thurrock C.—20 houses at Orchard- “ 
South A ogg G. F. Andrassy, M.B.E., 
and §., Council Offices, Whitehall-la., Grays. 


Dep. £3 3s. 
FEBRUARY 19. 

Aylesbury R.D.C.—20 houses at 2 sites. R. C. 
White, sad House, Church-st., Aylesbury. 
Dep, £2 2s. 

Belfast T.C.—81 houses at Parkmount estate. 
Ed. Architect, Room 15, gl E, College of 
Technology, Belfast. Dep. £ 

*Caterham and Warlinghom U.D.C.—22 houses 
ry Macauley-rd., Caterham. E. and 8. Dep. 


‘Mildenhall R.D.C. es 4 works and 16 Airey 
houses at 2 sites. C. Denton-Smith, Archi- 
tect. 40, Regent-st., ‘Geambeiiee, Dep. £1 1s. 

+*The Beaver Housing Society, Ltd.—16 flats 
and maisonettes at Wellington-gdns., Crooms 
Hill, Blackheath, 8.E.10. Irving Todd, F.S.L, 
Quantity Surveyor, 44, Be’ st., 

Wellington (Salop) R.D.C.—24 hives houses, 
together with block of i old people’s dwell- 
ings with roads, ee, etc. alter B. Bond, 
F.S.L, Colmore-chbrs., 3, Newhall-st., Birming- 
ham, mi Dep. £2 2s. 

FEBRUAR 


Dublin T.C.—169 housés ‘* *Garefield- rd., 
tion No. 2. City Treas.* Dep. £5 5s. 

es ay od R.D.C.—34 houses at various sites. 
G vatt, Architect and Surveyor, ors 
“oo St. Peter’s-rd., Sherringham. Dep. £2 

ate T.C.—Work in various trades i: 

oe Soames at Knaresborough-rd. estate. B.E. 

Pen t R.D —— houses at Llangynwyd 


site. S. Dep. 2 
FESRUARY 21. 
Durham County Standing Joint Committee. 
—18 police houses at 4 sites. County 


-—160 flats at Royal 


7. 


“to T.6.—50 houses a Sandylands site. 
J. Tonge, A.M.LC.E., B.E. and S._ Dep. 
£2 4 

FEBRUARY 22. 

Hants C.C.— Adaptation of — 
House, Fareham, as ew home. 8. L 
County A. Dep. £1 

Skelmersdale U. D.0-80 houses and 18 
bungalows at Windrow’s Farm site. J. L. 


E. and 8. Dep. £5 5s 
FEBRUARY 24. , 
Congleton T.€.—96 houses at Rood Hill 
estate. C. Brown (A.). B.E. and 8 p. £2 2s. 
*Watford a ee houses at Dawes-la.. 
Sarratt. 8. A. Nicholson, C., Wynyard House, 

wes ear Dep. st 1s. 

be T.C. — Re 


Weymouth and Melcom| Regis e- 
building 7 houses at Bradford-rd. B.E. and §. 
Dep. £2 2s. 

FEBRUARY 25. 


Mather, 


Ryde T.C.—20 reinforced concrete bathing 
chalets at Appley. B.E. an 
FEBRUARY 26 


Grimsby ©C.B.—Extensions to generating 
station, a rd. B. Electrical E. and Manager. 
Dep. £2 2s 

Hackney B.C.—9 dwellings in four blocks 
. a Den as (North) housing scheme. E. 


Hackney B. 0-50 houses and 24 flats, laun- 
dry block, etc., at Mapledene-rd. B.E. &'S. and 
Director of Housing Development. Dep. £2 2s. 

*Hatfiel . C.—19 houses at Welham Green. 


Dep. £2 2s 
Warwick Standing Joint Committee.—Altera- 
tions and adaptations at Police County Head- 
quarters and Police Station. C. H. Elkins, 
Architect. Shire Hall. Dep. £2 

*Wembley T.C.—6 flats at Buck-la., Kings 
bury, N.W.9, together with drainage ‘and site 
works. Boro’ Treas. Dep. £1 1s. 

Ystradgyniais R.D.C.—9°0 houses with road 
and sewers, etc., at Yniswen site, Penycae. W. 


Cc 


coon 
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Rigar_ Evans, F.S8.L, E. and 8., Council Offices. 
Dep 


FEBRUARY 28. 
Cromer Protection Commissioners.—Reconstruc- 
tion of Cromer Pier. Clerk to Commissioners, 
10, Church-st., Cromer. Dep. £2 2s 
1D, sslesowen *¥.C.—48 houses and, layin 
drains at Olive-la. estate. B.E. a be 


£2 2s. 
y Hythe T.C.—22 houses at Horn-st. B.S. Dep. 
2 28. 


MARC le 
Halifax ©.B.—Reconstruction of swimming 
bath at Woodside Ley together with auxiliary 


works. 
MARCH 3. 
Towyn U.D.C.—(a) 56 houses at Aberdovey; 
bo 30 howges at Towyn; (c) roads and sewers, 
“., at wyn. Nicol, Nicol. and Senter 
(AD, White House, 111 lll, New- st., Birmingham, 2. 
Dep. £3 3s., or to B. Glyn Jones, C. 
Warwickshire ©.C.—Conversion of existing 
buildings at Alcester Emergency Hospital into 
nurses’ and children’s accommodation. County 
A. Dep. £2 2s. 
MARCH 5. 


Bournemouth C.B.—7 pairs of houses at 
Craigmoor-ave. eo RA A. Dep. £2 2s. 
RCH 


Naveen Tow houses at Friary 
Cottage site. R. G. Henderson, M.I.M. & 

PAS.L, B.S. Dep. £2 2s. 
MARCH 15. 

Millom R.D.C.—8 houses with roads and sewers 
at 2 sites. J. Hankey, S. and Sanitary In- 
spector. Dep. £2 2s. 

NO DATE. 

Bournemouth C.B.— 56 ig at Kinson 
estate. Boro’ A. Dep. £2 

Doncaster R.D.C.—32 kl at 3 sites. 
J. A. Williams, 8., Nether Hall, Doncaster. 

Dursley R D.C.—32 Airey houses at 3 sites. 
Eric Cole ane Partners, Cirencester. Dep. £2 2s. 
to Clerk of B.D. " 

Pontypool U.D.C.—52 houses with Geiease. 
site work, etc., at Kemys Fawr site. C. Dep 


£5. 
MISCELLANEOUS 


FEBRUARY 14. 
tRawmarsh U.D.C.—Demolition and removal 
of shelters. E. an 
FEBRUARY 17. 
Romford T.C.—Demolition pay cloptance of 
C.D. structures. B.E. Dep. £2 
FEBRUARY 19. 
Malden an T.C.—Demolition and 
clearance of aon B.E. 


FEBRUARY 22. 

Manchester T.C.—Clearance and levelling of 
sites at Durham-pl. and Wilmott-st., Hulme. 
City A. Dep. £1 1s. 

Manchester T.C.—Demolition of property and 
clearance and levelling of sites at Chorlton-on- 
Medlock. City A. Dep. £1 1s. 

FEBRUARY 24. 

Lewes T.C.—Demolition and removal of Civil 

Defence Structures. 
FEBRUARY 28. 
Hereford ; oy slp eareminees of shelters. 


§. Dep. £2 2s. 

MARCH 3. 
Olid Haven (Pevensey) and Bulverhythe 
Stream Catchment Board.—Demolition and 
removal of military defence works. C. H. H. 
Mercer, A.M.Inst.C.E., Engineer, Midland 
Bank-chbrs., Hailsham, Sussex. 


PAINTING, ELECTRIC LIGHTING, 
MATERIALS, —s 


Anslecey c. Cc. Fam ig! = (Materials). 


U.D.C.— 
Ellesmere Por U.D.C ~t. and 8. (Motetale. ) 
Hwee Camberley U.D.C.—E. and 
(Materials.) 
Heston and Isleworth T.C.—B.E. (Materials.) 
Leeds T.C.—Highways E. (Materials.) 
Sunderland PRY (Materials.) 
Wolverhampton C.B B.E. 
Y 


City 


rials.) 
nd C.C. —County 8. (Materials.) 

Weymouth one Melcombe Regis T.C.—B.E. 

and (Materials.) 
FEBRUARY 2. 

Atherton U.D.C.—S. (Materials.) 

Huyton-with-Roby U.D.C. — E. 
(Materials.) 

RUARY 21, 


Dagenham T. ¢. ee E. and 8. (Materials.) 
Norfolk E.C.—Provision of heating, hot water 
Fa electrical services, sanitary fittings, etc., at 


Drayton bg County 
Runcorn (Materials.) 


D.c.—E. and 8. 
FEBRUARY 22. 
Abertillery UD. 2. —E. and = (Materials.) 
Adwick-le-Street U.D. . —E. and 8. (Materials.) 
Ashford as _ (Materials.) 
Bexhill T.C.— 


re C.C.—County §. (Mate 
Malltax” C.8.—B.E. (Materials. Z 
Heywood T.C.—B.S. (Materials.) 
Horbury U.D.C.—E. and 8. (Materials.) 
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Kidderminster T.C.—B.E. and 8. (Materials.) 
Littleborough U.D.C.—E. and 8. (Materials.) 
(Materials.) 
. (Materials.) 
. and 8S. (Materials.) 
(Materials.) 
Swadlincote U.D.C.—E. and 8S. (Materials.) 
Twickenham T.C.—B.E. and 8. (Materials.) 
FEBRUARY 24. 
joann T.C.—B.E. (Materials.) 
Walton U.D.C.—E. 


. (Materials.) 
—S. (Materials.) 
(Materials. ) 
(Materials.) 
Lanne 
“ Materials.) 
—, 


and §&. 


E 
Croydon C.B.—B.E. 
Lomantaas vu. = 


Barking T.C. “Materials. ) 

Brierley Hill U. D.C.—E. and § (Materials.) 

East Riding C.C. en 8. (Materials.) 

Maidstone T.C.—B.8. (Materials.) 

Sale T.C.—B.S. (Materials.) 
5 (Materials.) 


. (Materials.) 


E RY 28. 
Beckenham T.C.—B.E. (Materials.) 
mee and Winstanley U.D.C.—S. 
rials. 
Chelsea B.C.—T.C. (Materials.) 
Conway 1T.C.—Electric light and power in- 
= in 60 houses at Ronald-ave. estate. 
Moseley (L.) (J. M. Porter and Co.), The 
Kitate Office, Colwyn Bay 
Matlock U.D.C.—E. and Ms. (Materials.) 
(Materials.) 


Padham U. D. 3 a hth a E. 
1 
Cudworth U.D. Fae = painting of 126 
houses at Newtown estate. E. and S§. 
irlam U.D.C.—E. ae =. (Materials. 


East Ham T.C Te OM aterials. ) 
Macclesfield T.C.—B. toe are ) 


MA 
Crayford U.D.C. “se me ataterials -) 


Edmonton B.C. a ci r~ S. (Materials.) 

West Sussex C. oe i. (Materials.) 
10. 

Newmarket U.D.C.—S. (Materials. 

Stevenage U.D.C.—E. and S. (Materials.) 


(Mate- 











BESPOKE. FRAMES 
SPECIAL SEATS 


ARCHITECTS & BUILDERS 
can obtain high-class Chairs and 
Special Seating by specifying “FIRM- 
BACK CHAIRS” and “CINNAMON 
FRAMES" in their instructions to 
Furnishing Contractors 


J.CINNAMON C? 


Chair Frame Makers to the Upholstering Trade 


FIRMBACK WORKS. ANDREWS ROAD, CAMBRIDGE HEATH 
LONDON, £8 
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ROADS, SEWERAGE AND 
WATER WORKS 
FEBRUARY 14. 
t*Yeovil and Yeovil Without Joint Burial 
Committee.—Laying out of extension of Yeovil 
Cemetery, Preston-rd., Yeovil. Waters, 
Architect, 40, Hendford Hill. Yeovil. “Dep. £3 3s. 
yA me te nal < 
Beeston and Stapleford C.—Roads_ and 
sewers at Ingham Nook-la., ‘Ghiiwell 8., Town 

Hall, Beeston. Dep. £2 2s. 
York T.C.—Roads, sewers and drains, etc., at 
— i ae St. Helen’s-rd., Dringhouses. City 
E. and Dep. £1. 
FEBRUARY 17. 
Getertey I um U.D.C.—Surface dressing* of 
roads. 


Burnley C.B.— Street improvements. B.S. 

Cannock U.D.C.—Street and sewer works at 
Old Fallow site and provision of storm water 
sewer. E. and 8. Dep. £3 3s. 

Eastry R.D.C.—Extensions to Dover-rd. sewer, 
Walmer. B.E., Queen-st., Deal. Dep. £2 2s. 

TE U.D.C.—_Roads and sewers at 2 
estates. C. “0 £2 2s. each. 

Herne Bay U.D.C.—Roads and _ drainage 
works, etc., at West End estate. E. and 8. 
Dep. 

Manchester T.C.—Sewering works at Ardwick 
redevelopment area. City 8S. Dep. £2 2s. 

Mid-Sussex Joint Water Board.—Provision and 
laying of approx. 2,366 yds. of 6-in. spun-iron 
water main, etc. W. H. Ashmole, C. and En- 
gineer. Dep. £2 2s. 

Neston a and avert etc., at 
Liverpool-rd. Fane Saxon (F.), 2 , Stanley- 
st., Chester. A £3 3s. 

FEBRUARY 18. 

Aylesbury R.D.C.—Roads and sewers at Aston 
clinton. R. C. White (F.), oo House, Church- 

Aylesbury. Dep. £5 

a R. pe hosds “and vr. at Tye 
Green, Cressing. E. and 8. Dep. 

Bridge-Blean R.D.C.—Roads and oaivese, etc., 
at Baker’s-la., Chanham. Building 8. Dep. £2. 

Guildford T.C.—Roads and sewers at Govern- 
ment-rd., Ash. E. and S. Dep. £2 2s. 

Horwich U. e C.—Roads and sewers at Makin- 
son estate. E. and 8. Dep. £2 2s. 

Lianelly R.D.C.—Roads and sewers at Maen- 
gwynne, Furnace. Architect and S., 12, Station- 
rd. Dep. £5 5s. 5 

Ne C.B.—Construction of cul-de-sac at 
Alway Farm estate. ae £1 1s. 

FEBRUARY 19. 

Barnstaple R.D.C.—(1) Constraction of approx. 
3,000 yds. of sewers, etc.; (2) construction of 
storane tank with settling tanks, etc.; (3) con- 
struction of sea outfall sewer of a in. dia. cast- 
iron pipes. Lemon and Blizard, 24, Lockyer-st., 
Plymouth. Dep. £3 3s. 

@ and Melcomb Regis T.C.—Carpet 
coat surfacing to various roads. B.E. and 8. 
FEBRUARY 20. 

Atherton U.D.C.—Surface dressing. 8. 

Leyton B. ow) oo of Forest-rise, 
Lea Bridge-rd. aa E. and 

EBRUAR 

came austin U.D.C. Surface dressing. 
E. 

cargia R.D.C. ey a6 sewers at Velindre 
site. E. and S. De. £3 3s 

Clitheroe R.D.C.—Roads and sewers, etc., at 
Chatham, sité. hg Taylor, Son and Platt 
pa and A.), 22, Nicholas-st., Burnley. Dep. 
£2 2 


“Ware R.D.C.—Laying of water mains at 
Little Munden and Eastwick and Gilston. S., 
97, New-rd. Dep. £1 1s. 

FEBRUARY 24. 

*Brentford and Chiswick T.C.—Reconstruc- 
tion of Layton-rd. and Brook-la., North. B.E. 
and S Dep. £2 2s. 

Finchley 8.C.—Laying of approx. 235 yds. of 
33 in. and 36 in. dia. concr surface water 

B.E. and 8. Dep. £2. 

Halstead U.D.C.—Roads_ and sewers 
at Mitchell-ave. estate. Fey — (P. ” io. 
Dees. ei ord. 

eatherhead U.D > of surface 
woul sewer. E. and 8. Dep. 

Looe U.D.C.—Roads and sewers at Sun Rising 

estate. G. H. Ivory and Partners, engineers, 

24, Legg yk st., Plymouth. Dep. ‘22 2s. 

Poplar C.—Resurfacing of asphalt roads. 

T.C. a, ‘21 1s. 
FEBRUARY 25. 

Commas on U.D.C.—Roads er sewers at Rush- 
croft site. E. and 8. Dep. £1 1s. 

Hucknall U.D.C.—Provision mae laying of 
1.430 yds. of 8 in. dia. a eo water mains, 
etc. Rofe and Raffety, 3, Victoria-st., West- 
aes, 8.W.1. Dep. £2 2s. 

R.D. ©. Construction of approx. 
450 lin. yds. of 12-in., 9-in., and 6-in., spun- 
granite, concrete and "glazed stoneware pipe 
sewers, etc., and pumping station with approx. 
1,570 lin. yds. of 7-in. spun-iron pumping main, 
etc. Willcox, Raikes and egy yo 33, Gt. 
Charles-st., Birmingham 3. Lg £5 5s. 

—Roads and sewers on two 
sections at moth B.E. Dep. £2 


RUARY 2%. 
East Lothian Water Board.—Layin 
dia. steel trunk mnie. G. H. Hill an 
Mosley-st., 5s 


Manchester 2. Dep. 25 


of 12 in. 
Sons, 51, 
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Gloucester R.D.C.—Pumping station. Ww. 
Herbert Bateman and Partners, consulting en- 
— Chesterfield House, Batheaston, Bath. 

ep. 7 


tie-under-Lyme &.D.C. — Construction 

of 6 in. to 15 in. dia. sewers and manholes, 

together with extensions to existing peuege dis- 

al works. . H. 8. Waters, M.LC.E., 25, 
emple-row, Birmingham 2. Dep. £5 5s. 


MARCH 1. 
Newbury 1T.C.—Improvements at St. John’s 
Cross Roads. B.8. Dep. £3. 
Oxon C.C.—Surface dressing. County S. 
Winchester T.C.—Surface dressing of roads. 
City E. and §. a 


MA 3. 

North Walsham U.D.C.—Extensions to water- 
works. J. C. Melliss and Co., engineers, 7-8, 
Bury-st., London, E.C.3. Dep. £3 3s. 

Uckfield R.D.C.—Roads and sewers at housing 
site. 8. Dep. £2 2s. 


MARCH 8. 
Padiham U.D.C.—Asphalt carpeting of roads. 
S. and Water E, Dep. £2 2s. 
MARCH 12, 
R.D.C.—Additions to _ existing 
works. A. H. Elliott, 
A.M.I.C.E., Dale-close, 100, Chesterfield-rd., 
South Mansfield, Notts. Dep. £5 5s. 
NO DATE. 
Finchley B.C.—Roads and sewers at Red Lion 
Hill estate. B.E. and 8. Dep. £2. 


PUBLIC APPOINTMENTS 


Full details of Public Appointments open will 
be found in the advertisement pages of this 
previous issues, 


GENERAL BUILDING WORK 
(LONDON) 


Barnes.—Fats.—B.C. have approved plans 
for the. erection of 25 flats at Castlenau. 

Barnes.—Hovusinc.—The Housing Committee 
have approved plans for 144 houses. 

ermondsey.—APPLICATIONS TO DeveLop.—The 
B.C. have raised no objection in respect of the 
following applications made under the Town 
and Country Planning Acts, 1932-44: Messrs. 
Davis Dairies (Mr. A. H. Russell)—erection of 
two-storey dairy building at 157, St. James’s- 
rd. and 27-29, Alexis-st.; Mr. Laurence Kennard, 
rebuilding war-damaged premises at 67, South- 
"Gatfords Fuare.—T 

at —Fats.—The site of Flower House, 
Southend Village, is to be developed by the erec- 
tion of five four-storey blocks of flats at a total 
cost of £496,600. Scheme will include garages. 

Chiswick.—Hovusinc.—Mr. Howard Lobb, 
F.R.1.B.A., 20, Gower-st., London, W.C.1, has 
drawn up plans for the proposed housing estate 
on St. Thomas Hospital sports ground. Junior 
and nursery schools and a communal laundry 
are included in the scheme. 

Hammersmith.—F.ats.—B.C. are to erect a 
block of flats on the west side of Dalling-rd. 
as preliminary to the development of the site. 

Hammersmith. — Fiats snp SxHops. — The 
Housing Committee have generally approved a 
revised tentative layout submitted by the 

.E. and S. for the erection of 73 flats and 6 
shops to be erected on a vacant site at 262, 
Uxbridge-rd., W.12. 

Hammersmith.—Stone Extension.—B.C. and 
the L.C.C. have approved an application made 
by Messrs. Wills and Kaula, Architects, 22, 
Southampton-pl., W.C.1, to erect a stone build- 
ing extension at the premises. of Messrs. W. 
James and Co., Ltd., Hythe-rd., N.W.10. 

Hammersmith. — Works Extension. — L.C.C. 
have approved an application made. by the 
Ament Engineering Co., Ltd., to erect a new 
extension to Wilton Works, Evesham-st., W.11. 

Hammersmith. — Works Extension. — L,C.C. 
have Spproved an application made by Messrs. 
A. V. Elliott to erect an extension to the Bost- 
we a and Shutter Co., Ltd., Hythe-rd., 


Holborn.—Fiats.—The Borough Architect has 
been asked to submit plans for one five-storey 
block of flats to be erected onthe Great Ormond- 
st. area _on a site facing Guilford-st. and 
flanking Lamb’s Conduit-st. 

Lambeth. — Hovusinc. — L.C.C. propose to 
acquire a site in Lambeth, Wandsworth and 
Battersea for housing purposes. The site in- 
cludes that part of Lambeth B.C.’s Brooklands- 
street housing site south-east of Bognor-st. 
and north-east of Thessaly-rd. 

Lambeth. — Hovsinc. — B.C. have appointed 
Messrs. Booth and Ledeboer as architects for 
the development for housing purposes of the 
Bentons-la. site, adjoining Norwood Park. 

Lewisham.—DeEveLopMeNT APPLICATIONS.—The 
L.C.C. have approved the following applications 
to develop made under the Town and Country 
Planning (General Interim Development) Order, 
1946: Messrs. A. E. Hughes and Son—to rebuild 
Nos. 10-20, Linchmere-rd. and Nos. 2-4, Harland- 
td.; Messrs. 8. Clough, Son, and Partners—to 
erect four houses in Dacres-rd., at the corner of 
Inglemere-rd.; G. T. Harman—to build an ex- 
tension to Avenue Works, Blackheath-gr. 


Blackwall 
sewage disposal 
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Lewisham.—F.ats.—Ninety-five flats are to be 
erected on the Thorpewood-ave. site by the B.C. 
and plans have been submitied to the L.C.C. 
for approval. ‘ 

Lewisham. — Hovusinc. — Certain permanent 
housing schemes jn the borough are now reach- 
ing the stage when the Borough Architect will 
be ready to receive tenders for the building 
work. To expedite the works authority has 
been given for such tenders to be invited from 
the same 23 large firms who were, with the 
approval of the committee, invited to tender 
for the Canada House permanent housing 
scheme. 

Leytonstone.—Nursinc Home Exrension.—A 
new wing is to be added to the Beechcroft 
nursing home. ; ‘ 

Northolt.—Housinc.—B.C. have decided to join 
with Ealing, Southall, Hayes and Harlington 
Councils in making representations to the 
Ministry of Health to secure the release of 
land at West End for joint housing develop- 
ment by the four authorities. 

St. Marylebone.—ADAPTATION OF REQUISITIONED 
Hovuses.—The B.C. have appointed Messrs. 
Porte and Partners, L.R.I.B.A., A.LAS., A.F.S. 
(Eng.), 16-17, Devonshire-sq., E.C.2, and Mr. 
George F. Long. L.R.LB.A., A.I.A.A., 52, Brook- 
st., W.1, to undertake the preparation and exe- 
cution of schemes for the adaptation of requisi- 
tioned properties in the m 

Stoke Newington.—Branco  Lisrary.—The 
B.C. have invited Mr. H. A. Gold, F.R.I.B.A., 
Deacons Hill, Astoe, near Tring, to act as 
architect in connection with the provision of a 
—— branch library in the berry 

own Development Area. 

Stoke Newington.—Hovsinc.—The B.C. have 
appointed Messrs. Howes and Jackman, 
FF.R.LB.A., 1, Verulam-bidgs., Gray’s_ Inn, 
W.C.1, as architects, and Messrs. E. C. Harris 
and Partner, 3, Bedford-sq., W.C.1, as quantity 
surveyors, in connection with the provision of 
12 flats and four houses on the Londesborough- 
rd. site, 114 flats on the Green-lanes East site 
and 24 flats on the Green-lanes West site. Plans 
already prepared for these schemes have been 
approved in principle. 

Stoke Newington.—Yourn Cuivs.—The B.C. 
have raised no objection in respect of an appli- 
cation made 7 Messrs. Liewellyn Smith and 
Waters, FF.R.I.B.A., } Brompton-rd., 

.W.7, for permission to reconstruct Abney 
7 anes Church for the Abney Youth 
ub. 


Surbiton.—CuurcH.—The design for the _re- 
building of St. Mark’s Church, prepared by Mr. 
A. ©. Martin, F.R.1I.B.A., 9, New-sq., Lincoln’s 
Inn, W.C.2, has been approved in general, and 
the architect is now engaged on the prepara- 
tion of specifications. 

Upper Norwood.—Community Centre.—B.C. 
have informed the Rev. A. Bellwood, of the 
Upper Norwood Community Centre Association, 
that it may be possible to apply the council’s 
powers under the Physical Training and Recrea- 
tion Act, 1937, to assist in the establishment of 
a community centre. 











” February 7 1947 


(PROVINCIAL) 


Atcham.—R.D.C. received approval of MB 
to sites for house at Cruckton, Wattlesbor’ 
and Bayston Hill. 

Bolton.—E.C. propose day nursery at Crook. 
st.; Breightmet Crompton Fold county primary 

i and Forton-ave.. a 


school at Breightmet-dr. 
£23,157. ee 

Bromsgrove.—U.D.C.__ approved additiona 
classrooms at County High School, for Worcs, 

Bromsgrove.—U.D.C. approved 220 houses a 
Rubery and 72 at Orchard estate, Sidemoor. 
Plans by F. W. man, §. 

Bury.—Bury Brewery Co., Ltd., George-st., 
propose The Golden Fleece at Market-st., Park. 
hills-rd. and Grosvenor-st.—T.C. approved caa. 
teen at Maxwell-st. for East Ward school. — 

Carlisle.—City Council approved revised 
scheme for car park at £16,600. Be 

Chesterfield.—Derbys. C.C. proposes additional 
classrooms and workshop at Technical College, 


at £26,500. 

Cork (Eire).—Plans pees for factory at 
Ballintemple, for T. L. Egan & Co., é 
Lavitt’s Quay, Cork. Architect, Frank F 
Murphy South Mall, Cork. 


-), 46 
Cumberiand.—Cumberland and Westmorland 
C.c. Joint Committee propose extensions a 
Newton Rigg Farm Institute at £21,025. 
Derbyshire.—E.C. approved provision of meals 
service for primary and secondary schools, at 


952,030. 

Dukinfield.—Ches. E.C. propose school canteen 
and dining-room at Lakes-rd. secondary school. 

we. a .D.C. appointed H. Webster (A.), 5, 
Churchwood-ave., Headingley, Leeds, as archi- 
tect for development of site at Muston-rd., for 
400 houses. 

Gateshead.—T.C. propose oR oy scheme 
for new industries between the Tyne and the 
Sunderland-rd. by-pass. 

H C. approved amended plans for 
kitchen and dining-room at Magdala-st., for 
Lancs. E.C. i ahs 

Highworth.—D. 8. F. Williams, E. 8, 
prepared layout for 350 houses, schools, playing 
fields, etc., at Upper Stratton. 

Jarrow-on-Tyne.—Factory to be erected a 
Bede Estate for Marjorie Chapman, Ltd. Plans 
by Spence & Price, 15, Haldane-ter., Jesmond, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne. | 3 ; 

Keighley.—Craven District Baptist Council 
propose Baptist Church at Bracken Bank estate. 

Lancaster.—Lancs E.C. propose conversion of 
premises at East-rd. for extensions to Royal 
grammar school. Plans by G. Noel Hill (F), 
County A. ; 

Maghull.—Lancs E.C. received approval of 
M.E. for erection of junior and infants’ school 
at Moorheys-rd., Maghull, at £62,000. Plans 
by G. Noel Hill (F.), County A. 

Manchester.—T.C. © approved:—Additions to 
offices, Grafton-st. and Malpas-st., West Gor- 
ton, for P.X., Ltd.; additions to factory at 
Chapel-st., Ancoats, for Thos. Hope, Ltd. ; addi- 
tions to works at Owen-st. and Pond-st., Hulme, 
for Rootes, Ltd.; 145 flats at Every-st., Ru 
st., Copestick-st. and Taunton-st., Ancoats, for 
Housing Committee; additions to _ printing 
works, Hamilton-rd. and Stamford-rd., Long: 
sight, for Co-operative Wholesale Society, Ltd. 
Balloon-st. ; houses, ‘8.W. neighbourhood 
unit, Wythenshawe 

Middlesbrough.—Sherwood Bros., garage pro 
prietors, Grange-rd., Darlington, to erect ser 
vice station, etc., at Cargo Fleet-la. _ 

Newcastle-on-Tyne.—Housing Committee pro 
pose shops with flats above at Wesley-st. hour 
ing scheme, at £25,560.—Plans prepared by B 
Burke, 10,-Lambton-rd., Jesmond, Newcastle, 
for extending factory at Robson-st., for Bums 
Engineering Co. td., and for garage # 
Heaton-ter., for L. Barsanti, Heaton Hall-rd, 
Newcastle. : 

Oxford.—City Council to acquire site at Got 
on tg Wolvercote, for erection of community 
centre. ° 

Oxford.—Plans approved by City Council:- 
Principle of extension to building at Bisho 
King’s Palace, Rose-pl. _ Architects, R, F. 
Dodd, Best & Stevens; principle of layout of 
60 houses at Sandfield-rd., for R. C. Munt 
(Builders), Ltd.; licensed premises at Heading- 
ton, for H. & G. Simonds, Ltd. 

Southend.—E.C. propose infant schools # 
Prince-ave. and Eastern-ave., at £50,000 each. 

Stafford.—Doorframes, Litd., propose recor 
struction of works at Foregate-st. Plans by 
Sandy & Norris (F.), architects, 134, Newport 


rd. 

Staffordshire.—Mental Hospitals Board pre 
pose. repairs and extensions at mental bos 
pitals, at £75,325. 

_Stockport.—Walker & Homfrays, Ltd., Wood 
side Brewery, Eccles New-rd., Salford 5, pro 
pose new Torkington Arms hotel, Torkingto? 
rd., Hazel-gr. Plans = W. Dobson, Chapmat 
& Partners (L.), 8, Jordangate, Macclesfield. 

Sunderland.—E.C. to erect secondary m 
school at Thorney Close. at £122,673. 

Sunderiand.—W. & T. R. Milburn, 17, Fawcett 
st., prepared plans for boiler house at Mout 
td., for Grange Laundry. 

‘Swadlincote.—Derbyshire E.C. propose central 
kitchen for school meals. 








Hi 
libre 
rd., 

He 
for « 
*Ino 

Hu 
sons 
Gain 

Jar 
Trad 
Estat 
Hend 
Durh 

Lar 

E.; * 

Henr, 

(More 

L.c 
places 

2: E 


conere 
wis 
109, § 
Leig 
la. sit 





£500 ¢ 
Genera 





2 8B Se Se 


5 


3, at 


rehi- 
» for 





February 7 1947 


ynemouth.—T.C. to make additions at Ralph 
Gardner and Linskill secondary schools, at 
Plans by B.S. 

(Angiesey).—Greenall, Whitley & Co., 
Wilderspool Brewery, Wa rrington, propose 
adapting promieee vi Kirkland hotel. 


Wednesfield.— hn anal sites off 
nee -la. and P Lich. og 
Hartlepool.—Turnb ail W 3 “Rowe, archi- 


pa, ‘west Hartlepool, Gane plans for de- 
velopment of houses at any esta 
evde ing 30 


Weverhenpae .—T.C. pro 
acres of land for houses = ent-rd., oe Pe 


Rooker-cres. and Mount-st 
Wombwell.— Whitworth, Son, & ates Ltd., 
propose hotel at Aldham House-la 





THE BUILDER 


atringten. Domaine work, J. L. Kier & Co., 
(M.0.W.).—Contracts placed by 


M.O.W. for be Jenner, — o 

on: Ke n-r ingston House, 
Canteen and lavator y. R. W. i wman, Ltd., 
Jubilee-st., E.1; B. e aF, Addi. 
tional sites for Tene. bensen eink Kirk, Lid., 
Atlas Works, Putney, Fe Ww. fs p34, Dandee, 
Site work and dations, Tempo! 
Aluminium houses, Bee Miller & Protaee, 
Ltd., 18, rge-st., Edinburgh; Dundee, 
Site work _ and ‘Arcon houses, James 
Mil Partner. 


ler & 18, 
Edinburgh. Ayrshire : pt “ielephone Exel Exchan 
Extensions and alterations, M 








Ltd, 62, Vicarfield-st., Glasgo he omy Site 

TENDERS work aad Tarran houses, = James Laidlaw & 

Sons, Ltd Playfair-st., Glasgow. Banffshire : 

* Denotes ed. MacDuff Infants’ and H.G. Public _ school, 

+ Denotes pro 7 seo Temporary classrooms, James Blake, Lid., 7, 

¢ Denotes recommended for Albyn-ter., Aberd deen. Bucks : " pold- 

{ Denotes accepted subject ae 2. modication school, bag fr id — ¢, Building Con- 

Denotes accepted by H.M Wiclors (Luton) ureb-#i, Luton.” Cam- 

ui blige: Hing Susy bel Kehon and 

ining-room, Wm. ucester-s' - 

sai hoohS Celene Ge, Bitty, Sa agate case dae 
” icoultry schoo! 

‘we House," 222, Balham High-rd., London, Rae oz Go. Lid id 4. Gay vilaSa, Ed Sal nba ah 

ingham.—Co oa, Park schoo ining-r 3 

fons, Bridges, Hotnbury.. Cost, 255 me © Geo. Rae & Co., Ltd., 4, Gayfield-sa., Edinburgh. 

Birmingham.—Reinstatement of nurses’ home Derbyshire: Lon 1 ‘Eaton =< | nig 

at Highcroft Hall, for City Council: *J. K. ad Ne a Date, aes Lotion: 

Deacon, Ltd., I. ard-st., Lichfield, £8,534. Tranent, Site work and Seco | houses, John Crow 


Blyth.—Erection of school : 
Son, Simpson-st., 

Bootle C. B.—(a) emolition of existing and 
erection of new brick and mass concrete re- 
taining wall at Orrell Mount housing — (b) 
erection of 62 BM bog Ct at same site. 
Harrison, O.B.E eng. Upon) M. inst ( C. i 

Anst.M, & Cy.E *Public Works 


rham 
U.D.C. : Three pat airs Mf yw and one block of 
four flats at Sunn ret te No. 6: * 2! 
Yeates & Co., Ltd., Wardrobe-pl., Doctor’s 
Common, i a). 16: 16 dwellings at Slines 
Oak-rd. : f. Yeates & Co., £15,344 (both 
subject to we ‘A. aaah, 

Chiswick.—Telephone exchange, for M.O.W.: 

oo (Contractors), Ltd., Hangar Green, 


"dhortey —20 houses at two sites, for R.D.C. 


Groves: *J. & H. Bullough, Ltd., Chorley; 
*Greenwoods Building Industries, Ltd., Oldham. 
er 50 houses at *Mochdre, 


coe FP a 
R. Salisbury, £58,085 vaca to 
M.H. cai 


Darlington.—Lamella houses, for T.C.: 
& Sons, Ltd., Stockton-on-Tees. 
Folkestone.—Block of four houses at corner of 
Horn-st. and Cheriton arente for TC. E. L. 
Allman, A.M.LC.E. *g. J. 
Clark (Folkestone), Ltd., ry » Ree 
Folkestone. 
Folkestone.—Eight houses at junction of 
Horn-st. and Peston High-st., for 
Allman, A.M.Inst.C.E., A.M.I. 


Mech.E., B.: 
*W. R. Andreds” r Co., Lid., Lawn Cottage, 
Park-rd., Ramsgate. 


Cosforth._Infant and junior school, for 
Northumberland C.C.: ‘Stanley Miller, 17, 
North-st., Newcastle. 


Harwich.—10 houses at Abdy-av., Dovercourt, 
for T.C.: *Fisher & Woods, Elmhurst-rd., Dover- 
— vquarwich, £1,220 each. 

id.—26 ‘houses at poreaers site, for 
oe *H. C. Janes, Ltd., 189, High h Town- 
rd., Luton, £33,795 (subject to MH. approval). 

Haverton Hill-on-Tees.—Permanent _ branch 
library, for Sasken C.C.: *D. Glen, Queen’s- 
rd., Jarrow. 

Horley.—Temporary building and site work 
for erection of New County Secondary school: 
“Jno. Crewdson, Horley, Sur: 2 

Hull.—Erection of fa Prone or disabled per- 
sons: *Bernard mfrey, Ltd., Carlisle-st., 
Gainsborough, Lincs. 

Jarrow.—Erection of 10 factories at Bede 
Trading Estate, for North-Eastern Trading 





Estates, Ltd., Low Fell, Gateshead: *George 
Renderstl ‘Boldon-la.,| East Boldon, © Co. 
urham. 


2 menaner —Two sub-stations, for T.C. City 

: “J. Turner & Sons (Preston), Ltd., William 
Oe. st., —s £1,762 (Hala-rd.), £1,785 
(Morecambe-rd 

€.¢.—Contract exceeding £2,500 in value 
paced by L.C.C. during period ended January 

Erection of 15 blocks of fiats in monolithic 
pe construction at' Flower House site, 
Lewisham, Kent & Sussex Contractors, Ltd., 
109, Station-rd., Sideup, Ken. 

Leigh. —234 houses at Wigan-rd. and Nel Pan. 
la. site, for T.C. John Ly ad (L.), B.E. 
‘Direct Labour Dept., 

Liverpoo!.—W orks, for TC. :—560 houses at 
Speke estate: *Unit Construction Co., L 
Bentham-dr., Liverpool, £676,047 (subject to 
M.H. ap proval) ; completion and maintenance 
of Technical Library, Museum Dailies William 
Brown-st. : *Wm.;Thornton & Sons, Well- 
ington-rd., Liverpool 8, £29,910 a beet to M.H. 
and W.D.C. approval). 

London (Air Ministry).—Contracts to value of 
£500 or over for wee oy ded Feb 


ebruary ve = 
General maintenance work, A. Monk & Co., 


*J. Goulding ding & ¢ 


pe pee, <= ‘angincer and Surveyor’s t. 
arlingham.— a Works n° I 


ns, 37, Haddington-pl., Edinburgh. EHssez : 

Ilford, William Torbit school, Deine-recm ai a 

scullery, W ‘ Chivers & Son, Ltd. 

tow-rd., E.15; Bord, Redbridge Schoo! ‘colar 

Dining-room and scullery, Hammond 43 a 
rafton-rd. Works, Ilford; Ilford, Goi 

rd. school, Dining-room, kitchen and a 

Hammond & Miles, Ltd., Scrafton-rd. hate | 

Ilford; es Eastbrook Secondary Boys’ & 


Girls’ sch rary — . &J. Dean 
Lid. Snot halt f Work ks, Rockhill it-la., Leyton, 


E. 10; eeetnend: peqwere school, Scullery and 
dining-room, G. W. Eves, Lid. 1149, Tend. rd., 

Leigh-on-Sea; Romford, County Primary school, 
Kitchen and. ning-room, nee . Smith 
(Romford), Ltd., tern-rd., Romford. 
Gloucester: Bristol, €.B. iL Foundations for 
Aluminium houses, W. E. Chivers & Son, Devizes, 
Wilts; Bristol, C.B.32, Arcon houses and site 
work, ri and foundation Alegisiem 


ts; Cirencester, 
porary school building, T. C. Savage, 
Sa Kent Stroud. 


Orpington Central school, Tempor- 
ary buildings, Dudley Sai, Picardy-st., 
Belvedere. Kincardine. Banchory, a 
ary school, inoerary classrooms, 
“7 , yn- 
shire: Glasgow, Haughbura-rd., ” Post office 
and porting office & 
12, arte whasgon, ‘BE.; Motherwell, 
Guides ublic sch ing-room and scullery, 
McLean & Co., 73, Glasgow-rd., Wishaw. Lancs: 
- 1, Northern Dist. Branch P.O., Kirkdale- 
Iterations, Frene (Contractors), Litd., Dry- 
poate Liverpool 5; Helens, St, Anne’s BO. 
school, Temporary betaine! es R. Ashall, ud 
aathestertd. ington, 


Greenwa A 
Warrington ; Wythenshawe, Bhatt aaeal 


- 
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Temporary _ build! E. E. Coleman, Lid., 
Waverley-rd., Sale, apohester. iddz: East- 
cote, Temporary » John Laing & 
Son, Ltd., Mill Hill, N. wr arlington, 
school, Temporary building; Kenman Construe- 
ion. a, 2 Hanworth-1d, Feltham Enfield, 
Suffolk school, 2 Beck la. Ba ,, Townsend & 
Collins, Ltd., Wembley, 
Preston Park itchen and 
ag ms F. & ae 4 226, Kenton- 
arrow; Harrow, Teena Senior school, 
Kitchen and: dining-room, am ti 
226, Kenton. cancers tome 
Cwmbran, U. D.C. a ae: for egereey Dene, 
Wm. T. Nicholls, ul's-rd. 
Gloucester. Notta:” wit .D.C.1, Sites ic 
pny houses, Bernard rey. Lid., W 
Gai ug oo ine 
Callander, ite work and. Renita os 


houses, Duncan .~ ae (Bonnybridge), Ltd., 1, 
Wellpart-ter., nyb: Renfrewshire : 
Port Gl Ww, standard nit Automatic Tele- 
pone Exchan, a G. Anderson & Co., Lid., 
3, Chapel-la., Port Glasgow. Surrey : Oxshott, 
Pinewoods Ministry of Labour Trainees’ Hostel, 
Erection, Limpus & Son, Ltd., 7, Kingston-hill, 
Kingston-on-Thames; Sutton and Cheam, B.C.2, 
Foundations for Aluminium nonees, E. H. 

lesley-rd., 


Smith (Croydon), i. of 
ingston wane ee 


Croydon ; 

roads and sowers, _ K. 

Davis, Ltd., onmeet Estate, 
Sc Bir- 


Bh p P. Estate Omice, > 
n-on- ames. 

few. office 
= Rotherhithe 

TOW idge, inistry 

ham. Worcs; Dude 

ippenham. ores: Dud- 
ley, Rosland school, Dining-room and kitchen, 
et ta aanee, Lid, Leicester-bldgs., Bridge- 








{London (W .— Works Sane laced 
ay hes 0 “fu. pt, for week ended January 18 B 


work, Rodgers Bros., 
Darlington: Leics : Miscellaneous work, R. H. 
a Leicester. 


—14 houses at mney and 10 at 
t Labo 


resets for B.D.C.: ur (sub- 
a ~~ the, roval). 
ffice age yy to works at New 
My - Cc. nog, B Ltd.: *Peace & 
been ml Ltd., New lington, Ancoats, Man- 
er 4 
Manchester.—Houses for T.C.:—40 houses at 
Baguley Hall area, Wythenshawe: *Marsden 


& Chapman, nent 27 houses at Newall 
Green area: *W. Campion (Builders and Con- 
Wwachooe. Ltd., Manchester. 
—Houses at Bancroft-la. estate, for 
TO. 36 with reinforced concrete raft founda- 
tions): “Whitehead (Public Works), £42,533 
= to M.H. approval; (4): Ashley, 
(6): *T. Smith (Mansheld)” £6 878. 
‘iearkes Dra .—44 houses of traditional 
construction, Little Drayton, for U 4 J. 
Brian Cooper (F.), 177, ration-st., Bir- 


mingham. Walter Bond. quantity sur- 
veyor, 3, Newhall-st., Birningh ham: *J. A 
eaves, Market Drayton £53, 
.—Works for OC. Conversion and 
repair wor — + pegetey Convalescent Home: 
23,186. Extensions to 
nurses’ so = tie Hall County Hospital: 
*Wm. Moss & Sons, Ltd., North Cireslar-rd., 
Ceicktoused, a 696 (in lieu < egely 
tender rations an ons 
at ay ay | Court, Maidenhead: *J. Et Sense 
& Maidenhead, £9,967 
Miltord pa —Further 32 hou nae at Coombs 
for U.D.C.: *Gibson & King, Milford Haven. 
Monkseaton.—Junior school: *H. D. Burton, 
Ltd., King-st., North Shields (cost, £37,000). 
Newcastle-on-T aa Coaraccien of old college 
of medicine at Northumberland-rd., into dental 
school and _ hos a Architects: Tasker & 
Child, Trinity-bl 25, New Bridge-st. nal 
castle: *J. R. Rutherford & Son, Jesmond, N ew- 
castle-on-Tyne. 
"Settee ae Bs 2 ow eo 
al s- b n- 
— Ltd., 236,300. 
Nott —Adaptation of 





ings at 
and erection of ad et 


bona e gun- 
buildings to ny ‘diheak. ‘for E.C.: tR. Moore 
& Son, £19,179. 

Penge.—Rebuildi i honees at oe Grove- 
rd., Anerley, for U. N. G. Wall, E. & S.: 

S.E. Construction One Lewisham | Te ‘e25.37 
Unera Construction Co., Ltd 061 
A. A. Jones & & Sons “tpulidére), Lid. 

S. Norw poe ,000 
H. Rutland, 8.E.20 | ey 
Tuscol, Ltd., S.E.26 20,207 
Heath’ Estates Builders), Ld., Ber- 

mondse '19;766 
= F. ene & Sons, 9,458 

H. Smith (Croydon), Pia., Croydon 19,437 
Malpas Construction, Ltd., Croydon 18,577 
Uni-Crete, Ltd, W.C.2 18,305 
Potter, Fowler & Co., Lid., Becken- 

ona - 17,866 

Usher & Martin, ‘$.B.13 |. 17,680 

P e U.D.C 8. E.20 17,320 
*Clarke, Barton & Co., Ltd., Station-rd., 

Belmont, Surrey 6,665 


? 16, 
Oid houses at ‘Chapel-st.. 
U.D.C.: *3. W. Barber & Son, Ltd., 2£47,7 

(subject to M.H. approval). 
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Oundie.—20 houses at New-rd. estate, for 
0.D.C.: *Hawkins & Son, Ltd., Old Fletton, 
£26,500 (subject to M.H. approval). 

Oxford.—63 houses at Marston, for City Coun- 
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are now members of the 


FEDERATION 
OF MASTER 
BUILDERS! 


The kargest Truly Representative 
Organisation in the Industry. 


SUBSCRIPTION £3.3.0 p.a. 
LONDON REGION—37 AREAS. 
And ever 50 PROVINGIAL BRANCHES. 


"Phone or write: 
Secretary : 


23, Compton Terrace, Upper St., N.1 
CANonbury 2041/3 


The address of your Branch Secretary 
will be forwarded. 
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cil: *R. C. Munt (Builders), Ltd., £82,814. in- 

cluding cost of land, roads and sewers (subject 

to M.H. approval). 
ly-—24 houses at Combeiiee td., for 

UDC. *Styles, ae (8). £ 0,207, plus £1,994 
for site works: Baxter 7d. (8), £9,925 ; 
*R. & H. Wale, ve (8), £9,7 

Shefheid.—250 nowees at Biss Cross estate 
extension, for T.C. meee revi (F.), City 
A.: *T. Marsden (10), £11,536; *C. L. Marcroft, 
Lid., Tg a Odes Tetley: (14), £16,397 ; 
*J. Smith, 90, White-la., Gleadless (26), £31, 137; 
*Redmile & * Poole, Woodseats (30), £36, 
*Melling Bros., Ltd., Balfour-rd. (32), £37, O18; 
*T. V. & W. L. ‘Simpson, Marsh-la. (34), £41,045 ; 
*J. H. Finnigan & Co., Norton-la. (44), £52,763; 
*Edmund Oxley (Builders), Ltd., 5, Upper 
Hanover-st. (60), £72,073 (ali of Sheffield). 

Shipston.—16 houses for R.D.C.: *H. Box & 
Co. (Builders), Ltd., Shipston, £22, 450, includ- 
ing site works and extension of sewer. 

Skipton.—Six houses at Bradby, for R.D.C.: 
*Merritt & Fryers, £7,331 (subject to M.H. 
approval). 

Stockton-on-Tees.—Factory for Riley Clock 
& Instrument Co., Ltd. Architects: Kitching & 
Co., 21, Albert-rd., Middlesbrough: ‘*William 
Pearson & Son, Stranton, West Hartlepool. 

Sunderland.—Additional classrooms at mg 9 
and Chester-rd. school: *RK. Hudson & Sons, § 
Mark’s-cres., Sunderland. 

Swansea.—100 houses at Penlan estate, for 
C.B.: *Direct Labour, £109,734 (subject to M.H. 
approval). 

Tarvin.—18 houses at Edge & Farndon, for 
R.D.C. T. Pritchard, §8., Westminster-chbrs., 
Newgate-st., Chester : “SE. Biggins, Edge, Mal- 
pas, nr. Crewe, £8,196 (8); Avant pe Dee- 
side, Holt, nr. Wrexham, ‘£10,282 10). 

Taunt on— 12, aK at Monkton Heathfield, 
for R.D.C.: H. Moggridge & Sons, Taunton, 
£16,862. 

Torrington.—Houses at Frithelstock, Lang- 
tree and Petrockstow, for R.D.C.: *E. G. Van- 
stone, Langtree, £2,664 per pair. 

Upholiand.—80 houses at Highgate estate, for 
U.D.C.: *J. Jones & Sons (Woolton), Ltd., Hale- 
rd., Ditton, nr. Widnes, Lancs, £93,900 (subject 
to M.H. approval). 
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Wallasey.—22 houses at Hoylake-rd., More 
ton, for T.C. RB. F. B. Grundy, B.E.: *H. G. B. 
Construction (Liverpool), Lid., %, Carndale-rd., 
Moreton, £13,512 (12); *Thos. Rule, Harhan 
House, 'Cobham-rd., ‘Moreton, £11,260 (10) 
(both of Wallasey). 
West Bromwich.—34 houses at ee 
rd., for T.C. J. G. Jedderson, 
Smith, 39, Pitt-st., West Gerson. B £41,470. 
West Lancashire.—22 houses at Aintree- la., 
Aintree, for R.D.C.: tSefton Building in Ltd, 
Unity-bidg., Ormskirk- rd., Liverpool 9. 




















STEVENS & ADAMS LTD. 


Victeria Works, 
Point Pleasant, Wandsworth, S.W.18 


J. HONOUR& SON LTD 
JOINERY MANUFACTUR 

BUILDERS and CONTRACTORS 
TRING, HERTS. Tel.: Tring 2014 











Boyle's -«:rsm- Ventilator 


OVER TWO MILLION IN USE 








ROBERT BOYLE & SON 


VENTILATING ENGINEERS 
27, JOHN ABAM STREET, ADELPHI, W.C.2 
Tel.: Temple Bar 5859 














tHE ESSEX STEEL 
SCAFFOLDING co. 


SMART'S LANE 


LOUGHTON, ESSEX 
TEL.: LOUGHTON 295 


HIRE 
CRADLES 


SALES 
ERECTION 








phone: WAT.5474 
W.& M.NEGUS,LTD. 


STATION WORKS: KING JAMES ST., SEI. 





GALBRAITH 


BROTHERS 


LIMITED 


BUILDERS 
CONTRACTORS 
& ENGINEERS 


of 





CAMBERWELL 


HEAD OFFICE: 


34 & 35, HIGH HOLBORN, LONDON, W.C.1 


Tel.: CHAmsery 7901-3 
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Slap on a coat of paint, by all means, to 
help prevent corrosion. But before you 
slap it on read the B.S.I. Recommendation 
P.D.420, November, 1945. 

It explains what MUST be done BEFORE 


Rt 





the paint is applied to make the process 


truly effective. Hundreds of engineers 


The process of metal spraying is used widely in numerous industries. 
This photograph, illustrating the spraying of a corroded section oi! 
the wall of a gas holder, shows that spraying in situ can take place 


are already appreciating the advantages. under ordinary working conditions 





WHE ASSOCIATION 
HE METALSPEATERSS Te) PREVENT CORROSION 


MODERN WAY 












THE ASSOCIATION OF METAL SPRAYERS 


THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY BOARD ON THE BRITISH WIRE SPRAYING PROCESS, THE APPLICATION F 
NEW DEVELOPMENTS IN THE PROTECTION AGAINST CORROSION AND THE RECLAMATION OF WORN PARTS 


ISSUED FROM THE OFFICE OF THE ASSOCIATION, BARCLAYS BANK CHAMBERS, DUDLEY "PHONE: 4045 








THE BUILDER 


BATHS, SHOWERS, LAVATORIES, 
SINKS, CLOSETS, URINALS, ETC. 


PLUMBERS’ BRASSWORK 


OF EVERY DESCRIPTION 





George Farmiloe & Sons Ltd. 


ESTABLISHED OVER A GENTURY 


34, ST. JOHN STREET, WEST SMITHFIELD 
LONDON, E.C.1 


Telegraphic Address Telephone ; a 
George Farmiloe, — ClErkenwell 692 
Smith, London. Privete Branch Exchange. 
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H. COLT (LONDON) LTD., SURBITON, SURREY 


idan: || BIG BEN BEN! INIE 


(1925) LTD 
HYTHE ROAD, WILLESDEN, N.W.10 SCAFFOLD FITTINGS 








LONDON's ees, 5 
LEADING DECORATORS = us Supplied tn vt COLT cow 





























MADE ONLY BY 


STEEL SCAFFOLDING CO. = 


82 VICTORIA STREET, LONDON, S.W.!. Phone : Victoria 7453 (4 lines) 


TARPAVING EVERYWHERE /_ oe 




















raed aS LA Mid 2s SEALO CRETE 


nee, Shutters, Lifts EVAN aa ETS BETS 2 


oe 
LTD., 





1 Rell 
al House. 226° 050 F FARMERS R LONDON, SEs t nc 2 TORIA ter : HOP 7 (2 lines). 


NOV: S.E.1 
— i 5.5.5. Ty 
HIREWERD jcouarenconcinenrs)™ WA ISTEEL 


| PLASTERING Spry See 


HEAD OFFICE: 40-44, STATION ROAD, NORTH HARROW. MIDDX. 


PA I | T ING AND BRANCHES. ‘Phone: HARROW 2241/2. ‘Grams: “RICHPLAS.” 


RocK ASPHALTE |M’AL@] Sed) CEWELSTEAD* 


aac F) CRIN Gazer, uses, CROYDON 


LIFTS 'y MORRIS < LOUCHBOROUCH 
TRINIDAD MASTIC ASPHALT 
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ROOFING 


A A HIGH: “STANDARDSOF FELT 
ROOFING LAID TO: SPECIFICATION 
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‘NACOFELT’ — | 


947 


NEUCHATEL 


ASPHALTE C° Lt 


TELEPHONE 
SLOANE London, Glasgow, Manchester, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Birmingham, 
7123 Portsmouth, Frome, etc. London Office: 19, Grosvenor Place, S.W.1 
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Ss Oo S00 LAS. HeLD UY Sralelly | 
FOR SLIDING SASHES, DOORS, SHOP FRONTS, BLACKBOARDS, SMALL LIFTS 

















RHODES CHAINS LTD., BEACON HOUSE, KINGSWAY, LONDON, W.C.2. 





TELEPHONE; <AANCERY 8137 
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GREENWOOD'S AND AIRVAC VENTILATING COMPANY, LTD. 


SPECIALISTS IN THE DESIGN AND MANUFACTURE OF VENTILATORS AND COMPLETE VENTILATING UNITS 


BEACON HOUSE, KINGSWAY, LONDON, W.C.2 Telephone: CHAncery 8135/6/7 
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